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Spy Scandal 


The story of the recent Soviet spy 
scandal is one whose ingredients, whether 
taken together or separately, give ample 
testimony to the existence of a terrible 
sickness in the British body politic. 

There is first the disclosure that both 
this Government and its Labour predecessor 
knew of the spy network, and the identities 
of many of its operators, for at least four 
years before action was finally taken, but 
that the desire “not to hamper Anglo- 
Soviet relations”, particularly with respect 
to trade, caused a blind eye to be turned. 

This excuse, supposing it is true, is 
pathetic. It is an open acknowledgement 
that Great Britain is so desperately anxious 
for every bit of international trade that 
it can grasp hold of that it is quite willing 
to gravely jeopardise national security in 
the process. 

The excuse, however, is exceedingly 
unlikely to be true. Our total trade with 
the Soviet Union happens to be smaller 
than that with little Switzerland, and in 
fact works very much in the Russians’ 
favour. We have jeopardised much larger 
and more important trade in our recent 
treatment of South Africa and Rhodesia. 
We must therefore look much further below 
the surface for the real reasons for this 
policy. Pending the coming to light of 
the real facts, dare we suggest that the 
New York Money Power, which has been 
the effective ruler of Britain ever since 
the war and whose benevolence towards 
the Communist Bloc is an irrefutable fact, 
applied intensive underground pressure 
against successive British Governments to 
leave the network untouched — for its own 
reasons? If so, the fact that such pressure 
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was not resisted is an appalling sign of 
abdication on the part of our so-called 
leaders. 

Next, there is the revelation of the fact 
that some of the expeiled spies had had 
close links with the IRA terrorists in Ulster. 
We in this journal maintained two years 
ago that the forces of destruction in that 
part of the United Kingdom were receiving 
considerable material and moral support 
from international revolutionary elements, 
and this news amply confirins our view. It 
seems that while successive British Govern- 
ments were weeping public tears over the 
death and devastation in Northern Ireland 
privately they knew very well of some of 
the agencies causing it but declined to act 
against them. The lives of British citizens 
were considered expendable in the cause of 
international diplomacy, 1971 style. 

Then we saw the unholy rumpus raised 
by numerous leaders of Labour when the 
expulsions finally took place. As a result 
of its long overdue action against spies and 
saboteurs, the Government was condemned 
from almost every corner of the leftist 
spectrum. To those on the political left, 
no crime could be greater than to take a 
firm stand on behalf of British national 
interests against those who _ threatened 
British national interests. One wonders 
just how many of the millions of British 
workers whose votes provide the leaders of 
Labour with their meal-tickets share this 
quaint compassion for enemy spies and 
saboteurs. 

One thing finally should be said, how- 
ever. Mr. Wilson’s interpretation of the 
Government decision was that it was a 
political manouvre aimed at putting the 
Tory Right in a sweet mood for the forth- 
coming Conservative Conference. A shock- 
ing thing to say? Yes, but in the absence 
of any earlier action just how does one 
refute it? 


Woy Pwotests 


We never thought we would ever find 
ourselves in a position of having to sym- 
pathise with Mr. Roy Jenkins, but we 
are in just that position now. 

Mr. Jenkins’ rebellion against the Labour 
leadership on the question of the Common 
Market is based upon the unwholesome 
about-turn that it has performed since, 
when in office, it tried frantically to get 
into the Market, and upon the fact that, as 
he himself has put it, socialist inter- 
nationalism is fundamentally in accord with 
the concession of national sovereignty that 


the Market represents. 

While we loathe the political outlook of 
Mr. Jenkins, we at least can respect him 
in this case for being consistent in his own 
position on the Market where his party have 
failed to be so, and also for being consistent 
in the application of his ideological con- 
victions. Of course, when a party that 
is dedicated to internationalism starts to 
take advantage of nationalist sentiments in 
order to improve its standing in the 
popularity polls it can only invite ac- 
cusations of the utmost cynicism. 

Whatever we may think of dear ‘Woy’, 
we should be grateful to him for reminding 
the public that the Labour Party is a gang 
of opportunists, con-men and political crooks 
totally unfit to enjoy the trust of the 
British electorate. 


As Jobless Mount Up... 


Now that unemployment in Britain has 
been admitted as touching the million mark, 
we would do well to recognise one of the 
most dangerous features of the international 
laissez faire system that has contributed to 
it. 

Over a year ago we warned in these 
columns of the tendency of International 
Big Business to set up factories in cheap 
labour areas of the world to undercut 
the products of workers in the developed 
countries. Firms based in all the major 
industrial nations were following this trend, 
and the results, we said, would be catas- 
trophic for our own labour force. 

This fact has now apparently been recog- 
nised in Britain. Recently it was reported 
in The Guardian that both sides of industry 
were to “protest to the Government about 
the severe financial losses and redundancies 
being suffered by the British electronics 
industry as a result of cheap labour fac- 
tories being built in Asia.” 

Leaders from 11 unions have met 
ministers to demand immediate tariff barriers 
against the import of cheap semi-conductors 
— the miniature devices that have taken 
the place of radio valves. 

GEC has announced hundreds of re- 
dundancies at two electronics factories — 
one at Glenrothes, Scotland, and the other 
at Witham, Essex. An officer of the Elec- 
trical Trades Union has said that semi- 
conductors were being imported at a price 
lower than British manufacturers had to 
pay for raw materials. Unless the Govern- 
ment took drastic action, other companies 
such as Plessey and Ferranti, could be 
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facing a position similar to GEC. This 
officer was perhaps not aware that Plessey 
is among those companies that have invested 
large sums of money in cut-price factories 
in the East. 

This tendency is actually favoured by 
the British Government and most other 
Western Governments as part of the “global 
division of labour” and the bad results for 
workers in the developed countries are 
considered a price worth paying for the 
greater prosperity brought to the under- 
developed countries. 

We have long urged that a policy of 
economic nationalism is the only ultimate 
answer to such a trend. Emergency tariff 
measures are understandably regarded with 
scepticism considering that under present 
conditions every such measure stands the 
chance of inviting retaliatory measures that 
could affect the export trade on which 
Britain depends to live. We can only 
permanently protect ourselves against these 
kinds of developments by the entire re- 
structuring of our economy so as to achieve 
greater self-sufficiency in both goods and 
markets and reduce our dependence on 
foreign trade to the absolute minimum 
necessary. 


Immigration: 
The Real Issue 


Our exposure last month of the plan 
to reduce tension in immigrant-infested areas 
of Britain by a redistribution of immigrants 
to new centres of settlement in country 
towns seems to be confirmed by several 
reports of agitation in that direction from 
race relations officers appearing in London 
and Birmingham local papers. We can 
be pretty sure that this plan will be put 
into effect very soon. 

The theory that the plan will reduce 
tension may or may not prove to be 
correct. It all depends whether the ag- 
gravation created in the new areas is greater 
or less than that eliminated in the old 
areas — if indeed the latter happens at 
all. However, only the most shallow judge 
of the racial problem would contend that 
“reduction of tension” is the main require- 
ment. 

Properly informed opposition to im- 
migration is based, not principally on its 
being the cause of “tension” among com- 
munities, but upon the threat it poses to 
the ethnic and cultural character of the 
British nation. If this is realised, “peaceful 
assimilation” of immigrants can be seen 
as scarcely less disastrous than their inte- 
gration through civil strife and violence. 

Anyone who regularly visits the smaller 
country towns of Britain will know that 
these are the places where the truest Saxon 
and Celtic stock reside and the purest 
cultural traditions remain. If anything, 
the injection of large communities of alien 
blood and large elements of alien culture 


into such areas is likely to do even more 
harm than it has already done in the major 
Cities. 

Perhaps the cosmopolitan wielders of 
power who seek to destroy the traditional 
identity of Britain shrewdly appreciate this 
fact, and perhaps they also shrewdly ap- 
preciate that country folk, being more 
peacable and courteous than city folk on 
the average, will react less strongly to an 
immigrant invasion. 


Ambiguity on Rhodesia 

Again and again this journal has pointed 
out, often to the indignation of our readers, 
the futility of pinning hopes on the spokes- 
men of so-called ‘right-wing’ Conservatism. 
Mr. Patrick Wall, MP for Haltemprice, is 
just one such example of what we mean 
— aman who has obtained, for reasons 
inexplicable, the reputation of being a strong 
voice on the Right, but who, when the 
record is examined, can be seen as just 
another who uses words to deceive. 

Mr. Wall, writing in the Daily Telegraph 
last month, said of the Rhodesian issue: 
“The Rhodesians . . . cannot be forced 
to accept a settlement they know will 
not work. If a settlement is to be reached 
it must therefore be based on a compromise, 
and the British negotiators cannot expect, 
as they have in the past, to impose their 
views which are based on European stan- 
dards and which have a fairly disastrous 
precedent . . . a compromise settlement 
would be of great value to Rhodesia but 
of even greater value to Britain.” 

Of course to audiences at Tory con- 
ferences, with their Pavlovian dog reflexes, 
such phrases as “The Rhodesians cannot 
be forced .. .” and “ .. . British nego- 
tiators cannot expect to impose .. .” 
no doubt evoke strident Hear Hears, coupled 
with the feeling that the speaker is taking 
a good slap at those obnoxious lefties. 
But what do Mr. Wall’s words really mean? 

- He speaks of a “compromise settle- 
ment”, but does not say who should com- 
promise on what. Just how do you com- 
promise on an issue the alternatives of 
which are White rule in Rhodesia or Black 
rule in Rhodesia? This is, after all, what 
the dispute is all about. 

Does Mr. Wall propose that the British 
Government should abandon its insistence 
that White Rhodesians should sign away 
their future by agreeing to “unimpeded 
progress towards majority rule” — or does 
he not? If he does, why doesn’t he say so, 
instead of talking of compromises? That 
is not a compromise; it is a climb-down 
by the British Government — albeit a good 
thing in-this case. 

Or does Mr. Wall propose that White 
Rhodesians should “compromise” on their 
determination to remain in control of their 
country? If that is what he means, at 
least he would be revealing his true colours. 

As it is, we do not know what he means, 


and that is probably the intention of the 
words he uses. Heaven preserve us from 
these verbal contortionists! 


Pot Calls Kettle Black 


A newspaper cutting has come into 
our hands which provides a quite hilarious 
picture of the mind of the mass media. 

The cutting is of a report on a television 
programme in Japan called Ketsu Dan, 
which is featured every Saturday at 7.30 
p-m. On the programme, so the report 
says, Japan’s Pacific War heroes relive their 
moments of glory with the aid of filmed 
battle scenes from land, sea and air. Ap- 
parently, the series has become so popular 
that the TV station sponsoring it has decided 


to publish a magazine of the same name 


and along the same lines. 

The report expresses shock and horror 
at these developments, which it describes 
as a “one-sided influence on impressionable 
minds” in favour of nationalism, militarism, 
ie. 

When one considers that the TV and 
publishing industry all over the world, and 
particularly in the Western countries, has 
for years been exercising a “one-sided in- 
fluence on impressionable minds” in pre- 
cisely the opposite direction — that of 
pacifism, internationalism and __ anti- 
patriotism, the concern of this paper about 
such indoctrination is touching indeed. It’ 
reminds one of the universal howl that 
went up trom liberals everywhere against 
John Wayne’s film, The Green Berets, which 
presented a patriotic view of the war in 
Vietnam, and which was on that account 
taken to task for using the cinema screen 
for “‘propaganda’’! 


Mind Pollution 


Pray silence for the Bishop of Kingston, 
the Rt. Rev. Hugh Montefiore, well known 
internationalist and publicist for the extreme 
radical left: 

“To overcome the problem of pollution,” 
says the Bishop, “man will be forced into 
huge and almost undreamed of changes at 
almost every level, international, national, 
political, social and personal.” 

This journal warned some time ago that 
the pollution issue, real problem though 
it is, is being used by one-worlders and 
would be power-monopolists as a weapon 
of hysteria with which to stampede man- 
kind into compliance with their designs. 
Franco Maria Malfatti, senior Common Mar- 
ket bureaucrat, admitted as much. One 
of his bedfellows, the Bishop of Kingston, 
confirms it. 

Pollution is a live issue enough, and 
we should not be complacent about it. 
But the worst possible thing we can do 
in facing it is to lose our heads and allow 
ourselves to become the victims of un- 
scrupulous propagandists who seek to make 
use of it for their own ends. 
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To force Britain into the Common 
Market, which would change our con- 
stitution and is intended to be irreversible, 
against the clear wishes of a large section 
of the electorate would be a denial and 
a betrayal of our democracy — and one 
which would never be forgiven. 

BULLETIN 
Common Market Safeguards Campaign 


No-one can hope to be able to under- 
stand contemporary history without taking 
into account some of this ‘forbidden know- 
ledge’ on the subject of international! 
finance and monetary practice. All the 
industrial nations live under the same 
tyranny of a credit monopoly which makes 
huge profits when times are good and scoops 
in even bigger gains when times are bad — 
controlling all productive activity with the 
certainty of a hand on the tap. 

BEHIND THE NEWS 
P.O. Box 3145, Durban, S. Africa 


The whole direction of policy, irres- 
pective of party, has seen Britain’s position 
decline through economic crises, inflation, 
industrial and social unrest, and enforced 
liquidation of the Empire; which ought 
to be evidence enough that the direction 
of British policy was wrong, and should 
be reversed. To continue it further by 
“going in” to Europe and forfeiting the 
“‘inessential”” part of sovereignty is to ensure 
that a reversal will be impossible, and to 
invite national extinction. 

B. W. Monahan 
Pamphlet WHITEPRINT FOR BETRAYAL 


An increasing body of scientific evidence 
and an increasing number of reputable 
scientists are suggesting that there may be 
no other conclusion than that the difference 
in intelligence between the two races may 
be inherited. For their pains, of course, 
they are called ‘racists’, but this kind of 
slander has always been heard when 
scientific investigation threatens a prevailing 
orthodoxy. 

Article on Black and White 
SUNDAY EXPRESS 


In the name of love and in the name 
of freedom, with love as our guide, wel 
slit every throat that threatens the people 
and our children. We'll do it in the name 
of peace, if this is what we have to do; 
because as soon as it’s over, then we can 
have the kind of world where violence 
will no longer exist. 

THE BLACK PANTHER newspaper 
San Francisco, U.S.A. 


The heart of the whole matter lies 
in the hope of peace, and I know those 
whose. instinct and reasoning say No to 
British entry but who in the end conclude 
“but if it means peace in my children’s 
children’s time I will acquiesce in it.” 

One proposition is that if Britain joined 
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by being part of a community increasingly 
united politically and embracing all Western 
Europe, the likelihood of a war involving 
Britain would be diminished. 

Alas, the proposition is not only not 
demonstrable but improbable: It can with- 
out much difficulty be shown to be im- 
probable and even absurd. 

As many wars have been fought to 
break existing political units up as to settle 
scores between independent nations . . . 

Enoch Powell: 
Speech on Common Market 13.9.71 


The drive towards union in Europe .. . 
is defended, when every other argument 
has failed, by the claim that it is in the 
interests of peace. The nation, it is held, 
is an instrument of war. When national 
boundaries are lowered , peace will prevail. 

Neither the history of Europe or of 
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the world as a whole bear this theory 
out ... There have been civil wars, 
religious wars, wars waged on behalf of 
political ideologies, wars fought to advance 
the claims of royal dynasties, wars for the 
furtherance of particular economic and 
financial interests . . Not least, there 
have been wars fought over the very same 
issue as the Common Market today: the 
attempt to oppose an all European order 
on the sovereign nations states of Europe. 
August issue of SPEARHEAD 


If present trends continue, and assuming 
that there is access to contemporary scripts 
and tapes, the Gibbon of the future in 
writing The Decline and Fall of the British 
Empire can scarcely fail to name the British 
Broadcasting corporation among the most 
powerful agencies which helped to incubate 
and foster the moral rot. Anything which 
smacks of greatness in Britain’s world 
achievement is held in abhorrence by the 
lords of the air, who send it out soiled 


and generally befouled. 
CANDOUR 


Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


The British public today are fed up 
with party politics and party politicians — 
of all complexions. They are fed up with 
leaders who seem to put their party before 
their country. In fact, they’re fed up with 
the whole system — and so. am I. 


When for these reasons the silent 


majority of voters ceases to participate 

and gets disillusioned with Democracy itself, 

then it is only a short, sharp step to 
. .. something else. 

Francis Noel-Baker, ex-MP, 

Article: SUNDAY EXPRESS 


Whenever we do complain to the poli- 
ticians they tell us that this is a free country 
and that if we disapprove of any government 
we can vote it out at election time. 

Where does that get us? We throw out 
one party, and another equally horrible lot 
takes over. There is no real difference 
between the Labour, Liberal and Tory 
parties and we all know it. Yet we dutifully 
go along to the polling station and vote 
for these very parties for whom we have 
so much contempt. 

How they must laugh up their sleeves 
at us Between themselves they’re saying: 
“What mugs the British people are. They'll 
stand for just about anything.” 

BRITAIN FIRST 


For 50 years Labour has been one of 
the two major parties. Yet it has held office 
for only 15 years. Once again it is in 
opposition. 

Why does the party dedicated to fair 
shares for all fail to get its own fair share 
of power? 

Labour has able, nationally minded 
leaders. But it also has an influential 
element that shows small regard for British 
interests. In the words of George Canning, 
a former Prime Minister: — 

“Steady patriots of the world alone, 
The friends of every country but their own.” 

These people display more concern for 
our foes than for our friends. They oppose 
national defence. They even side with 
the Russians over the spy scandal. Their 
woolly minded internationalism comes 
between Labour and the voters. 

Britain needs a radical alterantive to the 
Tories. But it must be a robustly British 


one. 
Editorial: DAILY EXPRESS 


It is of course obvious that the White 
race is the only race that has the mentality 
requisite to sail a square-rigged sailing ship 
or to make a smooth-bore musket — to say 
nothing of visiting the moon or making 
nuclear weapons. That comforting fact too 
often blinds us to the equally obvious fact 
the White race is the only race that has a 
mentality subject to humanitarian delusions. 

Professor R. P. Oliver 
Illinois, U.S.A. 


Because of changes in the laws it is 
possible that there is a roughly constant 
number of murders. But the number of 
bodies lying around as a result of crime has 
increased tremendously. 

Article: Police Federation Magazine 
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THE ARROG 


THE APPALLING JAIL RIOT in Attica, 

U.S.A., as the whole world now knows, 
was racial. While early reports tried to 

conceal this fact (The Times, Daily Mirror, 

Daily Express and Guardian making no 

mention of it), the truth came out in the 

end. The rioters were almost entirely 

Negroes, and the riot itself the result of 

carefully planned revolutionary agitation 

by Black Panthers and other extreme radical 

groups. The technique had been to persuade 

the inmates that they were not in jail 

for ordinary crimes (despite the fact that 

they comprised some of the most vicious 

robbers and murderers in America) but 

that they had been imprisoned because » 
of their colour. 
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On the instigation of these revolutionary 
elements, the inmates took over part of 
the prison and held several guards as hos- 
tages. They then drew up a list of ludicrous 
demands and presented them to the jail 
authorities. These included the demand 
for political asylum! 

And believe it or not, THE 
AUTHORITIES AGREED TO 28 OUT OF 
30 OF THE DEMANDS! 

In the picture above (which was not 
published in any of the British papers) 
States Corrections Commissioner Russell G. 
Oswald is seen respectfully negotiating with 
a crowd of remonstrating black convicts. 
The picture and the story symbolise much. 
First the American liberal dream of a 
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raceless society; next the failure of the 
Negro to make it in that society; sub- 
sequently his resort to crime, then his 
exploitation by politically motivated forces 
who tell him that for the fact that he is 
a criminal society, and not he, is respon- 
sible; consequently his organisation by those 
same forces for the intimidation of authority; 
next the disclosure that authority has lost 
its will — instead of acting firmly against 
intimidation , it sits and negotiates, giving 
way , first here , then there; then encouraged 
by his victories, the pushing by the Negro 
of his demands to the absolute limit; finally , 
appalling bloodshed. Will something be 
learned from the events of Attica? For the 
sake of the world ,it must be. 
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DANTE GABRIEL ROSETTI once said that 
a poem depends for its essential greatness 
upon “fundamental brain power.” He did 
not mean, of course, that a poem depends 
upon bleak abstract intellectuality; he knew 
that the passion of the heart, the richness 
of the image, the sound of music, must 
also be there. He meant that a great poem 
must grasp and incarnate the great meaning. 
And that the great meaning comes through 
the power of the fundamental mind. 

We need the power of the fundamental 
mind. We need the mighty intellect. I think 
it was Shaw who said that Shakespeare’s 
brain, in its power, was a reservoir of enough 
energy to blow the very world apart. That 
is what we need! Not to “blow the world 
apart,”’ but to sustain it in organic harmony. 

It is because I do believe in intellect, 
in the great intellect, that I am repelled 
by “‘intellectuals.” I distrust what Jules 
Benda called “the treason of the intellec- 
tuals” and I find it almost everywhere. 
I find the professional “intellectuals” en- 
demic in Academe, in the colleges and 
the universities; I see them in the brash 
arrogance and sterility, too, of the 
“‘sophisticated”’ magazines; and in all the 
manifestations and organs of those who 
are too fond of what they too fondly 
suppose are their own brains. 

I admire, rather, the great humble 
creators drawing from the integrity of man’s 
whole being. Such are Cervantes, Mon- 
taigne, Shakespeare, Goethe, Moliére, 
Emerson; such are Homer and Virgil; such 
are the great anonymous poets of Job 
and Ecclesiastes and the Psalms; such the 
Lord of Life who said He is “the way, the 
truth, and the life” and not “the doctrine, 
the analysis, and the statistics.” Such 
creators are of the essence of Intellect; 
but they are not “intellectuals”. 


THE PHILOSOPHER 


Consider the philosopher. A_philo- 
sopher, essentially, is not a rationalist, an 
opinion-monger, a meat-grinder of the mind 
reducing thought to the hamburg of “ideas” 
and “opinions”. He is one who lives 
his philosophy. He is not a “professor 
of philosophy,” a philosophisticate; he is 
a man living his wisdom. Our day is 
made minor by producing “professors of 
philosophy,” not philosophers; by producing 
opinion-mongers like Marcuse or Sartre; 
by producing meat-grinders of the mind 
like . . . llet you supply the names! 

One of the last of the genuine philo- 
sophers was Henri Bergson. Will Durant 
writes wisely and truly of Bergson in The 
Story of Philosophy: 


Why is it, nevertheless, that 
we seem to think of thought 
in terms of matter and the 
brain? It is because that part 
of our minds which we call 
the “intellect’’ is a constitutional 
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materialist; it was developed in 
the process of evolution, to 
understand and deal _ with 
material, spatial objects; from 
this field it derives all its con- 
cepts and its “laws,” and its 
notion of a fatalistic and pre- 
dictable regularity everywhere. 
“Our intellect, in the narrow 
sense of the word, is intended 
to secure the perfect fitting of 
our body to its environment, 
to represent the relations of 
external things among them- 
selves, in short, to think 
matter.” It is at home with 
solids, inert things; it sees all 
becoming as being, as a Series 
of states; it misses the connective 
tissue of things, the flow of 
duration that constitutes their 
very life. 

And therefore, as Bergson came to know, 
to have Reason — living Reason, imaginative 
Reason, vital Reason — we must pour the 
blood of life through our thinking, we must 
be the poets of consciousness, we must 
fulfil intellect with intuition. Durant puts 
it this way: : 

Let us for a while stop 
thinking, and just gaze upon 
that inner reality — our selves 
— which is better known to us 
than all things else: what do 
we see? Mind, not matter; 
time, not space; action, not 
passivity; choice, not mechanism. 
We see life in its subtle and 
penetrating flow, not in its 
“states of mind,” not in its 
devitalized and separated parts, 
as when a zoologist examines 
a dead frog’s legs, or studies 
preparations under a microscope, 
and thinks that he is a biologist 
studying life! This direct per- 
ception, this simple and steady 
looking-upon (intueor) @ thing, 
is intuition; not any mystic pro- 
cess, but the most direct 
examination possible to the 


human mind. 


It is only thus that we “listen in on 
the current of life”; that we become one 
with mind-and-life-grown-one; that we come 
to know that thought is not a click-click 
of molecules in the “brain,” but a current 
of life in the mind that uses (and transcends) 
the brain. 


ARID MIND 


An arid, mathematical mind, like that 
of the late Bertrand Russell (a typical 
“Sintellectual”!), thinks he disposes of this 
by so silly a declaration as that “intuition” 
is something believed in by “ants, bees, and 
Bergson.” That is what made Russell 
a carrier of multiple sclerosis in the Western 
mind. He turned his back (as D. H. Law- 
rence, once his friend, came to know) on 
life; and he became a part of “Our blood- 
consciousness sapped by a parasitic mental 
or ideal consciousness.” Such “‘intellect”’, 
divorced from life, is (as Herman Melville 
knew) “Not so much bound to any haven 
ahead, as rushing from all havens astern.” 
That was Russell, that is the “intellectual” 
in Academe, that is the sickness of the West! 
— “rushing from all havens astern” because 
it has lost all connection with intuition, 
with the wise blood of life, with the super- 
consicious, with imaginative and poetic 
Reason! 

True intellect (which “intellectuals” fail 
to know) is an integrity. And integrity 
means wholeness. And wholeness, in the 
life of the intellect, means the integration 
of all roots and heights of consciousness 
— the instincts, the dark wisdom of the 
blood, the emotions, the imagination; the 
unconscious, the sub-conscious, and the 
super-conscious; the body and mind and 
spirit and soul, into one mighty integrity. 
Today, the idol of the “‘intellectuals” is 
brain alone, which means not mind in its 
integrity but in its fissured and fragmented 
partiality. 

Rationality, analysis, statistics, a brash 
and brittle use of “brains” to subvert mind, 
the mode of wise guys and the caricature 
of Wise Men, the grey thought of men whose 
blood has been let out by the academic 


leeches, the “vague din of doubtful talk,” 
the ticking of good little clocks that some- 
‘body has had to wind up — these are the 
vogue and cliché of the hour. Our “pro- 
fessors” for the most part, our Little Boy 
Blues with their nimble facile brains, and 
‘their Reason “under the haystack, fast 
asleep,” are all so clever, so smart, so sure 
of their clicking, ticking tinny brains, and 
so facile and so futile and so — thin! 
They think so hard! They think so self- 
consciously! They think — and it is 
merely . . . academic! 


NEON LIGHT 


For example, in one of our supposedly 
“conservative” magazines, there recently 
appeared a “poem” in which one line 
read, so help me and forgive my italics: 
“Marx my words...” I am sure the 
author was proud of that. But it is 
pure smartness and neon-light. It is the 
clicking arid brain, saying: “See how smart 
I am!” It lacks the integrity, or wholeness, 
of being. There is within it (and above 
it) nothing of the heart, out of which 
are “the issues of life.” But if you are 
used to academic audiences, you know 
that that line is the sort of thing that 
touches off a tinny cerebral laughter like 
the crackling of thorns under the pot, 
thin and silly. Not a Mark Twain present, 
only smart alecs! It is the stuff in which 
the cliques and coteries of “‘intellectuals” 
delight. It is the sort of thing which seems 
to the universal Reason of vital men absurd, 
a nuisance . . . and a nausea. 

The “intellectual,” you see, is a one- 
dimensional . . . maybe, at best, a two- 
dimensional . . . mind;he lacks the dimension 
of height and depth, and certainly the 
strange fourth dimension. He has an “‘idea” 
of the woods,, but he does not see the 
trees; or he sees the Dutch elm disease, 
and neither the trees nor the woods. He 
wanders all around Robin Hood’s barn, 
like Professor Eugene Genovese recently, 
on the New Left. and reaches nothing 
definite, concrete, living. Genovese remains, 
he says in National Review, a “Marxist” 
and a “socialist,” though he distrusts and 
lambasts all concrete socialisms that have 
yet appeared. And apparently he wants, 
and thinks he belongs to, “socialist 
intelligentsia.” This exercise in pedantic 
futility is characteristic of the “intelligentsia” 
— as noisome and poisonous as a nest of 
hornets shut in a tea-kettle. 

And you read this sort of thing Left 
and Right in the academic, the “intellectual,” 
the “smart” magazines. It is as debilitating 
as the deliberate smoking of literary “pot.” 
It has no basic sense, no wisdom, no 
intueor or direct vision of life as it is. 

A pitiable and arid example of this 
“intellectuality”’ occurs in a recent apostasy 
from “conservatism.” You will remember 
Gary Wills as one who used to posture 
as a “conservative” in a “conservative” 


magazine called National Review. Then 
he graduated to Esquire, and to a syndicated 
column of his own; and there he began 
to sneer openly at “Middle America,” at 
rooted insight like Al Capp’s perceptive 
view of Princeton, and at those who oppose 
permissiveness about marijuana. In his 
syndicated column, which appeared in the 
Boston Globe for September 30, 1970, 
Wills wrote of those who believe in the 
freedom to own guns: 


By a tortuous series of 
mental leaps, connections, fears, 
assumptions, phony law argu- 
ments and terrorist visions, the 
victims [sic!] of the great gun 
cult see all this drama implicit 
in any effort to register their 
firearms. It is a pitiable thing 
to watch. Men so spiritually 
alone, so boxed into psychic 
cages [sic!], are already slaves 
[sic!] . 


PATHOLOGICAL 


This stuff is so frenetic and so divorced 
from fact that it is pathological. For 
example, “fears, assumptions, . . . terrorist 
visions,” I presume, means Middle America’s 
belief that in any totalitarian society gun 
registration is the first step, and gun con- 
fiscation the last end. That is a simple 
fact that Dr. Wills can check in Poland, 
Czecho-Slovakia, Russia, or any such 
society. And, he knows it. 

On the other hand, every free Swiss 
citizen is supposed to take his rifle home, 
practice with it, and keep it handy for 
the defence of his free country. Is the 
Swiss citizen “boxed into psychic cages,” 
is he “spiritually alone,” is he “already a 
slave”? And whom does Wills have in 
mind as “the victims of the great gun 
cult”? The million good Americans who 
both hunt and work to preserve the wild 
creatures; who work to sharpen the marks- 
manship that prepares them to defend their 
country in times of danger; the good 
Americans who openly and freely support 
their own Association of Riflemen; the 
millions and millions of good Americans 
who believe in, and mean to defend, the 
Constitutional guarantee of the right to 
bear arms... .? 

Yet all these, to Garry Wills, to this 
turncoat scrivener on the make among 
the “intellectuals,” are like red to a bull. 
He is for freedom to feed marijuana to 
the basketball team, but against the freedom 
for the descendants of George Washington 
and Davy Crockett and Stonewall Jackson 
and George S. Patton to own guns. And 
this in a column on behalf of the (then) 
Senator Joseph Tydings, that precious Pooh- 
Bah of the Anti-Gun Cult. As some of 
us suspected it would, Middle America 
registered its verdict by repudiating Tydings. 
But of course Wills has now cast his lot 


against Middle America, which he regards 
as composed of “boobs.” And a “boob,” 
to him, is “a booby trap of gratuitous 
stupidity.” 

Dean Swift was lacking in the vision of 
the superconscious. But he did see reality 
with the foursquare vision of the sound 
mind. His satire on professional “‘intellec- 
tuals” is (to me) the best thing in 
Gulliver’s Travels. There he inspects the 
Academy of Lagado, which might be any 
college today — or the editorial office 
of any of the magazines of our “‘intellec- 
tual” Establishment. 

There the theorists, the abstract ideo- 
logists, the capricious fabricators of non- 
sense, are turned on .. . One of them “had 
been eight years upon a project for.extracting 
sunbeams out of cucumbers, which were 
to be put in vials hermetically sealed, and 
let out to warm the air in raw inclement 
summers.”’ Another was trying to “calcine 
ice into gunpowder”; another was planning 
to build houses by beginning at the roof 
and ending at the foundation; one was 
blind, and so was mixing colours for 
painters; another had a plan to plow fields 
by burying acorns and then turning in 
hogs to root them up. Some were softening 
marble into pillows; some were petrifying 
the hoofs of a living horse. One was 
devising a tincture to keep sheep from 
having wool; he hoped “to propagate the 
breed of naked sheep all over the kingdom.” 
One was — in anticipation of James Joyce 
— turning a sort of machine full of words; 
and as the helter-skelter words tumbled 
out, gathering them into a book. Some 
students were swallowing propositions in- 
scribed on wafers which, taken on a fasting 
stomach, and held ingested for three. days, 
would mount to the student’s brain and 
become a part of the student’s knowledge. 
Partly, it was believed, because of the 
perversity of the ingesting lads, this as 
yet had not worked. 

Such was the Academe of the Intellec- 
tuals; and such it still is. Swift knew the 
breed! 


ACADEMY OF LAGADO 


Surely the “intellectuals” of the State 
Department, of the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, of all the bureaus 
and departments of: our proliferation of 
government, have teen “educated” at the 
Academy of Lagado! And so they give 
grants to “scholars” who study the number 
of fleas on a rat . .. or the effect of 
enzymes on dirty underwear .. . or the 
number of vowels in Swahili . . . or what 
have you of the trivial and the insipid. . . 
As for the “scholars” of the Foundations, 
with their grants of thousands to nonentities 
writing about nonsense, and their style 
like BB shot shaken from a tin can, they 
are the Academy of Lagado! 

George Orwell was a genius who tried 
hard to be a socialist, but was saved when 
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reality kept always breaking in. 
he who wrote in “Politics And the English 
Language”: 


A man may take to drink 
because he feels himself to be 
a failure, and then fail all the 
more completely because he 
drinks. It is rather the same 
thing that is happening to the 
English language. It becomes 
ugly and inaccurate because our 
thoughts are foolish, but the 
slovenliness of our language 
makes it easier for us to have 
foolish thoughts. 


Orwell gives examples of such foolish 
thoughts and slovenly language by quoting 
from the late Harold Laski; from a “Com- 
munist pamphlet”; etc., etc. He names the 
faults which are the essence of the “intellec- 
tual” style.“ “The first,” he says, “is 
staleness of imagery; the other is lack of 
precision.” And he states the (artificial) 
heart of the “‘intellectual” thus: 


This mixture of vagueness 
and sheer incompetence is the 
most marked characteristic of 
modern English prose, and es- 
pecially of any kind of political 
writing. As soon as certain 
topics are raised, the concrete 
melts into abstract and no one 
seems able to think of turns of 
speech that are not hackneyed; 
prose consists less and less of 
words chosen for the sake of 
their meaning, and more and 
more of phrases tacked together 
like the sections of a prefab- 
ricated hen-house. 


That is exactly the way the ball 
bounces, the cookie crumbles, and the dog 
barks! Orwell has given us an Xeray of 
the “‘intellectual’s” in’ards . . . and has 
found him shrunken and derivative. He 


sees that the “intellectuals” have no bowels, , 


in the great ancient sense, as in “his-bowels 
yearned over Absalom.” Or, if you will 
pardon me, no guts. Orwell, to illustrate, 
quotes a great passage from £cclesiastes. 
Then he paraphrases it thus, to illustrate 
the anaemia of the modern “intellectual”: 


Objective consideration of 
contemporary phenomena com- 
pels the conclusion that success 
or failure in competitive ac- 
tivities exhibits no tendency to 
be commensurate with innate 
capacity, but that a considerable 
element of the unpredictable 
must invariably be taken into 
account. 


Which sounds for all the world as if it 
came off the “Liberal” assembly line in 
Washington . . . or from some doctoral 
dissertation by a student of “English” . . . . 
or from the desk of a professor of sociology 
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It was ‘ 


... or from the thesis of a “scholar” about 
to be given a grant from the Ford Foun- 
dation. ... 


DECAY OF LANGUAGE 


Orwell rightly decides that “the present 
political chaos is connected with the decay 
of language.” He flatly states that this 
decay “is designed to make lies sound 
truthful and murder respectable, and to 
give an appearance of solidity to pure 
wind.” George Orwell knew that those 
who seek reality must avoid all pallid 
imagery; all “thinking” in phrases that died 
with Woodrow Wilson; all literary coffee 
made with the chicory and dishwater of 
cliches. He knew that we must learn to 
look at life in its flow as a river of water 
that ripples and is wet, and not as something 
reduced to the formula H20. 

The speech of Christ is supremely great 
as an antidote to the formulas of the 
“intellectuals.” At random, take this: “If 
he ask for bread, will he give him a stone?” 
Such speech, like the Roman short sword, 
can conquer the world. But it will never 
win a grant from Government or the Ford 
Foundation. Read the King James Bible, 
read Swift, read Shakespeare, read Mark 
Twain! And read your own heart. If 
you dare, you will then as soon suffer 
the “intellectuals” as you will gulp “bean 
porridge hot, bean porridge cold, bean por- 
ridge in the pot, nine days old.” 

In the Hebrew Bible, the great enemies 
of the few Prophets were the many false 
prophets. So with intellect. The enemies 
of the man of intellect are the many 
“intellectuals.” Always they are men of 
“Jearning,” men of “opinions,” men of 
clever fabrications and folderol. Too many 
good, honest, sound men suppose that if 
a man is a “professor,” if he knows the 
“classics,” if he has degrees, if he writes 
for the established and “‘responsible” maga- 
zines, he must know. 

Such a man is supposed to be like the 
great Dr. Jowett at Oxford, who says he 
knows all there is to know, and what he 
doesn’t know isn’t knowledge. But the 
truth about him is to be found in that 
description of General Halleck as “a vacuum 
surrounded by an education.” Such an 
“intellectual” has, in Paul’s great words, 
the knowledge of “all mysteries and all 
knowledge” — but he has not love! He 
has not that immediacy and direct vision 
which comes only when you love, when you 
enter into mutuality and reciprocity with 
things seen directly. He has knowledge — 
but he has neither vision nor wisdom. 

And so the “intellectual” discourses 
learnedly and superficially about the things 
of time, within the bounds of time; but 
the things of Eternity, the enduring and 
abiding things, the things that are beyond 
all opinion, he does not know. And so, 
when the years and the decades pass, he 
passes too. He is a Thomas Wentworth 


Higginson, smartly dismissing Emily Dickin- 
son as a “half crazed” poetess of Amherst. 
He is Oliver Wendell Holmes, dismissing 
Whitman as “the Bowery Boy.” He is 
James Russell Lowell, in his “Fable For 
Critics,” speaking patronizingly of Poe as 
“two fifths sheer fudge.” He sees through 
a glass eye, darkly; that is, with the eye 
of the era. 

For beyond even the sound concrete 
substance of thought which keeps a great 
man from being an “intellectual,” there is 
something more. There is genius. There 
is sight become insight. There is wisdom 
There is the intuition of reality. as it abides 
and is, the direct vision of things as they 
are. The great poet has this; and the great 
artist who writes in prose is a poet in 
this sense. So was Emerson, at his best. 

Examples of the sort of thing that 
transcends “intellectuality” may make 
clearer what I mean. Consider the words 
of the great Greek, Heraclitus, who said: 
“Into the same rivers we step — and do 
not step.” Was there ever a greater reve- 
lation of change and identity — of change 
in identity? 

So Augustine wrote: “Thou hast made 
us for Thyself, and we are restless till we 
rest in Thee.” In every age, as all who live 
in the depths and on the heights will 
know, that is the truth of the relationship 
of God and man. It is not an “idea.” It is 
not an “opinion.” It is, as a star is, as the 
blue river of life and of light which we 
call the Gulf Stream, is. 

Or consider: “Before Abraham was, I 
am.” That is a revelation of Eternity in 
relation to time, beyond “ideas,” beyond 
“opinions.” 


AUTHORITY 


And perhaps the greatest statement of 
the nature of the major mind, as con- 
trasted to the ‘“‘intellectual,” is the state- 
ment in the Gospels that Christ spoke 
“not as the Scribes and Pharisees, but as 
one having authority.” The “intellectual” 
is one who knows the “‘authorities’” — but 
who has no authority in himself. He 
derives, he relates, he is respectable; but 
he has no inner and primal authority, 
which comes from a direct and living vision 
of reality. The “intellectual” has “opinions”; 
the genius is “the way, the truth, and the 
lifes 7: 

Eternity is like the showdown in poker, 
from which there is no appeal: you have 
the cards, or you don’t have the cards. 
When every age is over, the Boys of the 
Time-Spirit are blown away like the chaff 
they are — facile, futile, thin, sterile; and 
the Men of Eternity live and abide, seminal, 
fecund, creative — the Seed of Life. The 
“Gntellectuals,” the Scribes and Pharisees, 
are a vacuum that reckons itself real. The 
spirituals — for that is perhaps the word 
we need — nave authority, and steer the 
generations toward the North Star that 


™“~ 


shines unshaken by all the winds of time. 

A great critic, in literature, philosophy, 
life, cannot be an “‘intellectual.”” He must 
be a spiritual. He is the poet; which 
means in Greek, the maker. He makes 
by seeing, with direct vision, the object 
as it is, and realising it as it is. Your 
Edinburgh reviewer, being an “intellectual,” 
cannot see Keats; he quotes the gyeat 
opening lines of Endymion to ridicule them, 
and meanwhile, Keats, unharmed and merely 
waiting the verdict of Eternity, pours his 
poetry like “an endless fountain of im- 
mortal drink.” Keats was not conned 
out of reality. 

The American mind, the true and great 
American mind, has lost its savour because 
it has been conned out of reality by the 
“professors,” the “‘intelleetuals,” the par- 
tialists. What we miust do to restore it 
is to turn from such husks of mind, and 
rediscover what Emerson called “the in- 
finitude of private man”! 

Perhaps we may understand the flaw 
of the “intellectual” if we think of life as 
music. As music, life flows and sounds, a 
river of rhythm and tone, flashing into 
our eyes, bathing our bodies, satisfying 
our lips with the pure water of sheer 
being. The simple natural man may not 
understand it, but as long as he is natural 
and simple he can experience it. And then 
the “‘intellectual,” the man who  sub- 
stitutes analysis and theory for vital em- 
pathy, breaks the total river into its 
fragmentary parts, and talks around and 
about it, and expounds music in learned 
and scholastic language, and dims the 
power and the glory with the knowledge 
and the theorem. 

But beyond and above the. “intellec- 
tual” is the musician (like Browning’s Abt 
Vogler), who extemporizes and creates. 
Abt Vogler knows the presences of the 
great dead . . . and the great who are yet 
to be born. He knows that as “earth had 
attained to heaven, there was no more 
near or far . . .” And he knows the 
finger of God as “a flash of the will that 
can...” In short, Vogler knows the 
being and the power that is music itself, 
life itself . . . And he, the artist, the 
creator, crosses the middle ground of the 
“intellectual,” and is near to the simple 
natural man — his brother across the gap. 
He creates, he makes; and therefore he 
knows and also experiences directly as 
the simple man experiences. He enters 
into, he is one with, he knows by being. 
As Browning says: 


But God has a few of us whom 
he whispers in the ear; 

The rest may reason and wel- ' 
come: ‘tis we musicians know. 


ARGUMENT AND DEBATE 


Yes, let the “intellectuals” argue and 
debate! Before them and beside them 


Siah, the 


flows the blue river of light and life, the 
river of music. They have their place and 
part; let them have it! But it is a minor 
part. It is minor and partial. It misses the 
experience of the simple man and the 
consummation of the subtle man. The cat 
that purrs in the sun, the simple man who 
stirs deeply to the melodies of Stephen 
Foster, the Handel who creates the Mes- 
Bach who sets Eternity to 


RACE INDUSTRY 
‘TAKES PROCEEDINGS’ 


The Race Relations Board has started 
to institute proceedings against Mr. Peter 
Applin and Mr. Ken Taylor, two Herts 
NF Organisers. Both men have received 
letters from the Board which state that 
complaints have been received from a Mr. 
D. Watson of Potters Bar, to the effect 
that they “incited” him to refuse places 
to Coloured Children in his foster home, 
contrary to the stipulations of the Race 
Relations Act. 

It is alleged that the “incitements” 
were contained in a letter issued by Mr. 
Applin to local residents and in speeches 
made by him and Mr. Taylor at a public 
meeting — (at which Mr. Watson was given 
the opportunity’ to state his case from 
the platform!) 

A first hearing of the case is to take 
place in London on November 4th, at 
which Mr. Applin and Mr. Taylor intend 
to reject the allegations and indict those 
responsible for instituting the proceedings 
of attempting to misuse the Race Relations 
Act in order to suppress the non-multi- 
racialist point of view. 

In our last issue we reported that Mr. 
Applin instituted a campaign to defend 
the residents of Potters Bar from a vicious 
smear campaign mounted by the Press on 
behalf of Mr. Watson, which alleged that 
the reason for their opposition to Mr. 
Watson’s hostel racial prejudice. Mr. Applin 
made it clear that it was Mr. Watson who 
first introduced the factor of race into 
the controversy, as a means of bullying 
his neighbours into silence. 
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sound, all these surpass him and know 
more of: music (and life) than he does. He 
“knows” so much that often he knows 
nothing. He knows about; he does not 
know. He is the academician of time; he 
is not the artist of Eternity. And the final 
word about him comes from the truth 
about him; of him and his opinions. and 
thoughts, men say: “That is merely — 
acadeinic.”” 


Back Nos. 
Ip Each! 


Go-ahead NF Branch Organisers 
are informed that Spearhead is holding 
a special sale of back issues. A 
limited quantity is available in lots 
of 200, each lot selling at £2 — 
OR A PENNY PER COPY! 


Each lot contains copies of 
November and December, 1969; Feb- 
ruary, August, October and December, 
1970; and January, February, March, 
April, June and July, 1971. 

Every Branch should possess a 
good range of Spearhead back issues, 
for the expositions of policy in the 
magazines never date and are therefore 
important educational aids. A well- 
stocked Spearhead table at Branch 
and public meetings is an impressive 
introduction to the movement for new 
members and sympathisers. Many 
Branch officers responsible for en- 
quiry ‘follow-ups’ report that the 
presentation of Spearhead back issues 
is an invaluable aid to winning new 
members. At 1p a copy Branches 
cannot lose — and if sold at the 
published price, Branches stand to 
make a substantial profit. 

There are only 23 lots available, 
so rush your orders to us NOW, 
including 65p per lot to cover 
post. Collections may be made at 
our office by prior arrangement. Cash 
with orders only, please. 


The Clifford Plan 


Price: 15p + 3p postage 
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SOUTH LONDON is desperately short of 
Police — so much so that the force has 
found itself almost powerless to deal with 
the rising tide of crime in the area. The 
most frightening aspect of this crime wave 
is the explosion of acts of violence carried 
out by Coloured Immigrants who rove about 
in armed gangs often up to 300 strong, 
robbing and beating up White people who 
cross their path. In the face of these 
problems the Police often take up to 20 
minutes to respond to ‘normal’ emergency 
calls for assistance. 

In the context of this situation the 
Police would not despatch two dozen 
officers to effect a raid on a private house 
unless they had good reason for believing 
that such a comparatively large force of 
men was necessary. Such a force was 
considered necessary in the case of a recent 
raid on the home of Immigrant Mr. Em- 
manuel Quaye, in Blackheath, South Lon- 
don. Among the results of the raid were 
the conviction and fining of Mr. Quaye 
and his daughter for assaults on the Police. 

Other more predictable results were a 
claim by Mr. Quaye that “‘the Police started 
beating me with no reason”’, and an attempt 
by extreme Left Wing elements to whip 
up hostility against the Police by organising 
variously, a legal fund to finance an appeal 
by Mr. Quaye against his conviction, and 
a campaign to demand an “independent 
inquiry” into the circumstances of the Police 
raid on Mr. Quaye’s home. 

First on the scene to exploit the situation 
was the Rev. Paul Oestreicher, Church of 
England parish vicar of Blackheath. He 
demanded an inquiry into the raid because 
he felt that there was reason for believing 
that the Police had “exceeded their powers”’. 
In the first instance Rev. Oestreicher gave 
the impression that he took an active interest 
in the case because Mr. Quaye was “one 
of my parishioners” and because he — 
Rev. Oestreicher — was closely connected 
with the National Council of Civil Liberties. 


QUAYE A COMMUNIST 


In giving this impression the Reverend 
Gentleman was being, to say the least, 
rather coy. While it is true that Mr. Quaye 
lives within the bounds of Rev. Oestreicher’s 
parish, none of the congregants of Rev. 
Oestreicher’s church to whom I have spoken 
can ever remember Mr. Quaye joining them 
in worship. And there is no reason why 
Mr. Quaye should join them, for as the 
South London Press subsequently revealed, 
he is an active member of the Lewisham 
Branch of the Communist Party. As Lenin 
stated: “A good Communist is a militant 
atheist!” — and we have no reason for 
supposing that Mr. Quaye is not a “good” 
Communist. 

What, then, was Rev. Oestreicher’s pur- 
pose in deliberately attempting to confuse 
his very tenuous geographical relationship 
to Mr. Quaye with a religious one? I 
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Reverend of Blackheath 


believe his purpose was to create a smoKe- 
screen behind which he could hide his real 
motivations in respect of his interest in the 
case — motivations which are essentially 
political , not pastoral. 

During an interview with Rev. Oestreicher 
I was assured that apart from being a 
member of the executives of both the 
N.C.C.L. and Amnesty International, he 
is not and never has been a member of 
any political party, Communist or other- 
wise. In particular, he stressed that he 
had no connection with the Trotsky-ite 
International Socialists, which group is 
organising with the assistance of the 
Lewisham Communist Party, Mr. Quay’s 
legal aid fund. But he was more equivocal 
during an interview with the South London 
Press, for in respect of the involvement 
of the International Socialists in the case 
he said: “The Quayes are not making a 
political issue of this though they cannot 
refuse help from bodies which may be 
political.” 

Insofar as Mr. Quaye is a Communist 
and not a regular Church-goer, one might 
ask why it was that he was able to call 
on Rev. Oestreicher’s support so quickly. 
No doubt Rev. Oestreicher’s connection 
with the N.C.C.L. had something to do 
with it, but I believe that there are other 
factors which need to be taken into con- 
sideration — factors in respect of the 
Reverend Gentleman’s political background 
which are unknown to the average person 
but well known in Communist circles. 


CHRISTIAN—MARXIST DIALOGUES 


Rev. Oestreicher has been an active 
campaigner on behalf of all manner of 
extreme Left Wing causes since he first 
came to Britain. He describes himself as 
a “New Zealander”, the son of a German- 
Jewish convert to Christianity who emigrated 
to New Zealand before the last war. He 
was ordained as a priest of the Church 
of England after coming to Britain, and 
his Left Wing zeal attracted the attentions 
of the a-religious British Council of Churches. 

As Rev. Oestreicher told me: “I have 
been closely involved with the work of 
the British Council of Churches. I have 
always been keen on developing a dialogue 
between Marxism and Christianity and so 
I organised, on behalf of the Council, a 
number of Christian-Marxist conferences.” 

As a result of this work during which 
he was never known to have employed 
the metaphorical “long spoon” which 
Christians believe to be necessary when 
one sups with the Devil, he developed a 


firm friendship with the Communist Party 
theoretician James Klugman. “Mr. Klugman’s 
naine sounds foreign’’, said Rev. Oestreicher, 
“but he is as English as I am.” Indeed, 
indeed! 

Mr. Klugman and Rev. Oestreicher were 
joint authors of a book published seven 
years ago by Panther called What Kind 
of Revolution? in which the Christian- 
Marxist dialogue theme was developed. 
Rev. Oestreicher frequently addresses Jewish 
audiences and invariably basis his remarks 
on the theme of “the duty of all Christians 
to kneel humbly before Jewry and beg 
forgiveness”. (The millions of Christians 
who died in the fight to subdue the Nazi 
menace and rescue European Jewry will 
doubtless be able to forgive this crass im- 
pertinence.) Rev. Oestreicher also preaches 
frequently, and with the permission of 
the Communist authorities, behind the Iron 
Curtain. 


“I AM LEFT WING” 


Those Christians who have been dis- 
turbed by the Left Wing tone and a- 
religious content of the B.B.C.’s ‘religious’ 
programmes during recent years will not 
be surprised to learn that Rev. Oestreicher 
was a member of the full-time staff of 
the B.B.C.’s Religious Programmes Depart- 
ment from 1960 to 1964. 

Rev. Oestreicher was not prepared to 
be precise with me concerning the full 
extent of his political sympathies. He 
said: “I am a Socialist, though I appreciate 
that there are many different definitions 
of that word. I think that Marxism has 
a lot of valuable insights which are im- 
portant. I would certainly admit to being 
Left Wing” 

He went on to assure me: “My Left 
Wing associations and interests have nothing 
whatsoever to do with my taking up the 
case of the Immigrant family in my parish 
whose home was raided by the Police. 
I simply believe that there is a likelihood 
that the police exceeded their powers during 
that incident. I believe that there are 
swine in the Police.” 

Readers may evaluate for themselves 
whether Rev. Oestreicher was being less 
than frank with me concerning the extent 
to which his political connections influence 
the exercise of his “parish duties” by 
examination of the type of curates he 
employs. The Lewisham Borough News 
of February 5th, 1970, published an article 
about his current assistant — the Rev. Bob 
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JOHN O'BRIEN 


PROTECT 


OUR 
POLICE! 


THE recent interview given to “The Times” 
by two senior Scotland Yard officers, and 
the storm of misgiving consequent upon 
the barbarous murder of Superintendent 
Richardson of the Blackpool Force, high- 
light a matter that is not given sufficient 
publicity by the normal press media, or, I 
suspect, sufficient credence by the Home 
Office. The fact is that a rising tide of 
frustration is evident inside the police force 
itself. 

These guardians of our society, out 
in the front line, underpaid, overworked, 
pushed, kicked, abused and insulted, taken 
for granted, and indeed often regarded by 
the citizenry almost as fair game in the 
pastime of ‘them and us’. are beginning 
to feel the stirrings of bitterness towards 
some of the ‘civvies’ whom they protect 
— and who can blame them? 

Successive pussyfoot governments have 
eroded the protection they have a right 
to expect, have enabled any thug to regard 
the policeman as a fair target to be ruth- 
lessly eliminated in the furtherance of a 
getaway. I believe that it is the primary 
duty of any government worthy of the 
name, to protect to the uttermost limit 
of its ability, the guardians and custodians 
of the rule of law. It is absolutely necessary 
to enforce as a primary principle, that those 
who take the life of a police officer shall 
automatically suffer the death penalty upon 
conviction, and there shall be no appeal 
and no excpetion to this rule. 

There is absolutely no doubt that the 
policeman today is akin to a grain of 
wheat between the upper millstone of a 
rapidly increasing workload, and the nether 
millstone of a steadily diminishing defence. 
The inevitable result is that recruiting suffers, 
and the public becomes more exposed to 
the ill-effects of organised crime as the 
thin blue line stretches nearer to sundrance. 

The crime rate then rockets. Consider 
the results in some of our cities. Liverpool 
has whole blocks where women dare not 
venture out alone. Birmingham has areas 
where organised robbery with violence has 
reached epidemic proportions. Glasgow 


has a vastly increased robbery rate, both 


in frequency and in quantity of valuables 


stolen. In London, the rate of violent crime 
has risen steeply. In 1968—9, malicious 
woundings in our capital city reached the 
figure of 100 per week. After the abolition 
of the death penalty, between November 
1965 and February 1970 there were nine 
murders involving policemen on duty, com- 
pared with 28 in the previous 50 years. 
So much for the claims of abolitionists. 
And in one recent twelve-month period, 
police in England and Wales suffered 6,700 
personal assaults, many of them with fire- 
arms. 

How often we have seen the police 
striving to hold back crowds of unwashed 
demonstrating hooligans, or involved in sea- 
side battles with gangs of skinheads, ‘mods 
and rockers’ or other similar infantile mani- 
festations of ruffianism. Their often good- 
humoured tolerance under conditions of 
extreme stress should command the bound- 
less admiration of the vast majority who 
uphold the maintenance of an orderly exis- 
tence. Indeed, a public opinion poll con- 
ducted at the end of 1969 showed that 
86% of the population respected and admired 
policemen “a great deal”’. 


But some officers have shown a bitter 


cynicism towards these facts. A Birmingham 
Sergeant said: “I’d rather have the public’s 
support than their praise.” And a Constable 
from East Anglia is on record as remarking: 
“I’m tired of being told we’re indispensable. 
The truth is, we’re undermanned, over- 
worked and underpaid.” 


UNDERMANNED 


Undermanned they certainly are. There 
are towns where the number of men out 
on night patrol is so small that the criminal 
has acres of buildings to himself and can 
operate virtually at will. And those officers 
who make up the existing force have to 
work long hours of overtime, last-minute 
extra duties, cancellation of rest days both 
for beat duty and for courtroom appear- 
ances. 

Up to now, there has been a tendency. 
among the public at large to keep the 
policeman at arm’s length, to regard him 
as not of the community, but in some 
way superimposed upon it by the agency 
of government as expressed through the 
Home Office. To some extent, the police 
themselves have in the past contributed 
to this by a tendency to club together 
when off duty, and by living in police 
housing colonies. 

This traditional standpoint is breaking 
down, and the elimination of police isolation 
from the community is well under way, 
aided by their presentation as unmistakably 
human beings in such Television series as 
‘Dixon’, ‘Z Cars’ and ‘Softly Softly’, and 
furthered by the progressive abolition of 
the special housing colonies. This social 
integration is boosted by the enormous 
and indeed disproportionate amount of 
voluntary service which the police under- 
take. This is the last stage in the process 


of police identification with the intimate 
life of the community to which they have 
always belonged — a community which 
should look to such men for the outstanding 
qualities of social leadership which they 
undoubtedly possess. These men deserve, 
and must have, the utmost protection which 
the community is able to devise. 

The National Front accuses successive 
governments of gross neglect of these es- 
sential guardians of the law. We accuse 
Labour and Tory alike, of cynical disregard 
for the protection of the police force, by 
foolishly and negligently dismantling the 
deterrent provided by the mandatory death 
sentence for the murder of a police officer. 
We believe unreservedly, not only that our 
policemen are wonderful; we state our 
determination that a future Home Office 
under control of the National Front will 
one day ensure that violence against the 
community shall be given the condign 
punishment that it deserves, and that above 
all, violence against the guardians of law, 
order and justice shall be countered with 
the full rigour of the state’s retribution, 


up to and including the ultimate penalty. 


Pest Control 


“Poison was being laid in the House 
of Commons last night — to dispose of 
a small grey mouse which earlier appeared 
in the women MPs’ room. 

“One of the 26 women members, Mrs. 
Jill Knight (C. Edgbaston) was in the room 
yesterday afternoon when it ran over her 
feet.” THE “GUARDIAN” 28/5/71 


Oh Mouse! Heroic carnivore! 

Intrepid rodent! Fearless animal — 
That darest to enter such an holy place 
As this. 


Audacious — yes, and unrepenting too; 
Fire-eating paladin! 

Great lion-hearted beast! 

Unfearing desperado! 


And yet, methinks, a little out of place— 

For whilst ’tis true rodentia find 

The climate of the House agreeable, 

’Tis also true (alas) 

Your larger brothers tend to hold the 
ring. 


And so — put out the poison! 
Say we all! 

A crime committed — 
Knight to be revenged. 


Yet Sirs, to please but one in twenty-six 
Whilst noble — ’ist not also cruel 

To in the execution of this task 
Exterminate six hundred? 


NO! NO! Indeed ’tis not! 
Courageous Mousers, ye shall secon have 
won 
The gratitude of many an honest soul 
Ere morrow breaks. 
Go! Do what must be done! 


page eleven 


ee 


One of the extraordinary things that 
we have found in promoting the sales 
of Spearhead through branches of the 
National Front is the enormous difference 
in sales performance between one branch 
and another. 

Some branches buy only a tiny quantity 
from us and therefore don’t get the ad- 
vantage of the largest discounts. They 
sell one or two to their own members, 
then any remaining either are given away 
or gather dust as a loss. 

Other branches start by ordering larger 
quantities, but employ much the same 
procedure when they get them. After 
a month or two the losses become a strain 
on branch funds, and the order is cut 
down to merely the number required by 
the regular members. The copies sold 
in that way amount to a mere preaching 
to the converted. 

But there are other branches that really 
get moving on sales. They buy 250 or 
or more a month, getting 60 per-cent 
discount, sometimes paying within 7 days 
and getting 5 per-cent more. Then they 
organise their members into teams and 
go to the people. Sales come thick and 
fast. Potential new recruits are contacted. 
But, more than that — a handsome profit 
is made for branch funds! 

Bristol is such a branch. 

Bristol National Front now order 300 


RED REVEREND 


Contd. from page 10 


Whyte — who is a self-confessed disciple 
of the genocidal anti-Christian Mao Tse 
Tung. 

The article revealed that Rev. Whyte 
lives in a Communist style commune near 
to Rev. Oestreicher’s church, along with 
five other men and two women. (All 
possessions are held “in common”.) The 
commune levies a “house tax” on its mem- 
bers which is used to support violent demon- 
strations, the Anti-Apartheid Movement, the 
Viet Cong and other Communist causes. 


REVOLUTION AND FORCE 


Rev. Whyte proclaimed: “The British 
way of life must be altered — by revolution 
if necessary. I am in favour of using 
force to remove a politically opposing idea 
which is against the wishes of the people. 
The basis of my Socialism is much the 
same as that of Mao’s China.” 

Commenting on his protoge’s credo, 
Rev. Oestreicher stated:— I agree in broad 
outline with my young Curate’s views. I 
find religion and politics inseparable, and 
I use politics in the sermons I give, when 
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Selling Spearhead 


copies from us each month. At that 
number they get them at 60 per-cent off, 
that is 4p each. They sell most of them 
which means that branch coffers are swollen 
every month by £15 to £18. Bristol 
branch do not come to us saying, as some 
branches do, that they “cannot afford” 
to take large numbers of Spearhead; the 
fact is that they cannot afford NOT to 
take them! 

Peckham branch in South London and 
South Herts branch are two others who 
have learned that Spearhead CAN be sold 
in a big way. They are delighted with 
their results AND with the profits they 
are making. Two members of these 
branches, temporarily out of work, have 
tried going into business on their own 
selling for a living. So far their results 
suggest it is well worth while. 

How are these branches and individuals 
getting these results? There are a number 
of ways, and here are just two. 

Most distributors live near to where 
there is a busy town centre. Find a spot 
and a time at which human traffic is 
most dense and stand there displaying your 
copies prominently in front of you. The 
more of you there are the better, but 
one person on his or her own can get 
great results. The Communist Morning 
Star and its predecessor the Daily Worker 
have been built up by this method — 


appropriate. I think my Curate’s commune 
is a good idea and I believe we need a 
lot more of this sort of experiment in 
modern society.” 

Rev. Whyte is not an_ exceptional 
example of Rev. Oéestreicher’s taste in 
curates. The Daily Express at the end of 
1969 reported that one of his temporary 
assistants, a Rev. Hart (who later became 
a University Chaplain), had boasted: “I 
do not believe in God, which is the reason 
why I avoid mentioning God as far as 
possible in my sermons.” 

Spearhead readers may well have reason 
for believing that the political undercurrents 
of the Quaye case are such that if taken 
into consideration with the Rev. Oestreicher’s 
Communist background sympathies and 
connections, his involvement in it can only 
be interpreted as an essentially subversive 
political act in support of the widespread 
Communist inspired campaign to discredit 
the forces — indeed the very conception — 
of law and order. 

The Church of England, like the whole 
of the fabric of our national life, is falling 
apart with corruption, subversion and 
rottenness. Rev. Oestreicher and his mini- 
Kremlin in South London are at the heart 
of that rottenness, and he will have to go. 


often involving just a lone person standing 
in the most appalling weather for many 
hours. Surely, what Communists can do 
Nationalists can do better. If you do adopt 
this practice be sure of one thing: you 
will not sell if you stand there like a 
mute. Advertise your product. Tell 
passers-by what Spearhead is all about. 
Tell them that it supports the National 
Front, tell them that it opposes immigration, 
Communism, the Common Market, etc. 
What topics are best to emphasise will 
depend on your area. Use your intelligence 
in this and learn by trial and error. 

The second sales method is in our ex- 
perience the best, although this may not 
apply to all areas uniformly. Take your 
copies and go out ‘on the knocker’. Call 
at people’s homes and when they come 
to the door tell them briefly what Spear- 
head is. Again use your intelligence and 
try to think what issues are of the greatest 
interest to people in the neighbourhood. 
Just briefly emphasise these. Don’t spend 
long if it is clear that the person is not 
really interested; get on and call on the 
next door. Now this method of sales 
has one important advantage over any other. 
Each house at which you sell a copy can 
be noted down in a little book. When 
the next issue comes out there will be 
no need for cold canvassing of that street; 
just go to the houses where you succeeded 
before and you should make a sale again. 
As you proceed with this method you 
will gradually build up a ‘round’, and as 
each month passes you will be able to 
get more business for the time put in 
than the last. After a while you will 
need to spend only a limited time calling 
‘cold’; most of the time you will have 
a ready made source of sales. 

What kind of results can this method 
of sales bring? David Mitchell, of Croydon, 
Surrey, went out and sold 17 copies on 
his first evening. You may not do as 
well, or you may do better! Areas vary 
greatly. But supposing you can sell an 
average of 10—12 an evening, if you put 
in one evening a week there’s 50 gone in 
a month — just with one person selling! 
What indeed might be accomplished by 
a branch of the NF or even a small group 
of two or three! 

Your branch could be missing the op- 
portunity, not only to make contact with 
hundreds of potential converts ,but to hand- 
somely augment its monthly income. Why 
not start this month and try to really 
go out and sell Spearhead. You may 
be amazed at the results and curse all 


those months in which you have been 


missing that extra income. 

We do not expect branches to buy 
copies from us just as a favour to us 
and at a loss to their own funds. We 
want them to buy copies from us and. 
sell them all AT A PROFIT. It can be 
done. Several branches are doing it. You 
can do it too! 


REVIEWS 


‘APARTHEID’ EXPLAINED 


A MESSAGE FROM SOUTHERN AFRICA (Ivor Benson) 


Ivor Benson is one of the foremost 
political commentators in the world today, 
and Spearhead has, as readers will know, 
frequently quoted him and reprinted his 
articles. In’this 48 page booklet he sets 
out the arguments that formed the basis 
of a number of talks given recently during 
a world tour invorporating Canada, the 
United States and New Zealand. The 
talks had the main purpose of informing 
audiences of the circumstances in South 
Africa that necessitated the Apartheid or 
Separate Development system, but they 
extended into an analysis of the general 
subversion of the West, of which the attack 
on South Africa and Rhodesia are a part. 

Early in the book the author spotlights 
the universal use of the Afrikaans word 
Apartheid in preference to the local 
language equivalent, which is Separate 
Development in all English-speaking 
countries. Apartheid, he says, is used 
by the anti-South African propagandists 
precisely because it has that strange, foreign 
flavour that has made to associate in the 
mass mind with wickedness and evil. Indeed 
the fact that so seldom is the proper 
local word used results in most people 
not even knowing what the term means. 

After then giving a brief. picture of 
the historical origin of the races in South 
Africa, Mr. Benson dwells on some of 
the things that he.saw on his visit to 
the U.S.A., highlighting as they did the 
inflammatory situation that comes of com- 
pelling the Negro to live in a Western-type 
urban environment and conferring upon 
him completely equal rights. He says: 
“, . . I would not consider it most daring 
to walk at nights in the suburbs of Johafines- 
burg, Cape Town or Durban, or even 
through one of the great Bantu town- 
ships . . .” Yet this is the very situation 
that prevails in Washington, D.C. and many 
other cities of a country where liberals 
are forcing integration in the name of 
‘inter-racial love’. 

To the question of why powerful forces 
are today frantically intent on destroying 
racial barriers in South Africa, the United 
States and Britain and creating a situation 
of race tension in Australia by altering 
its traditional immigration policy the author 
says that homogeneous nations are con- 
sidered to be a hindrance to the planned 
one-world state and therefore are under 
attack everywhere. Mr. Benson traces these 
influences to Communism and names the 
Communist World as the beneficiary of 
a lowering of race barriers, but he gives 
more than a hint of the secret alliance 
between Communism and the big money 
interests, pointing out the role of tax- 


' world of religion. 
world relationship of forces, to the urgent 


free ‘American’ foundations in promoting 
Communism in Africa. Of Comnmnism, 
Mr. Benson says that it contains two 
elements: the hard core “insiders” and 
the “useful idiots”. The insiders, he says, 
“do not believe for one single moment 
all this idealistic unrealisable poppeycock, 
this utopian Marxist-Leninist solution of 
the world’s problems. They know what 
they believe in — power for themselves! 
As for the useful idiots, they can be 
licked to the victim of a confidence 
trickster who is sold a fraudulent pros- 
pectus which they imagine is going to bring 
easy prosperity for them without effort. 

The booklet closes with the answers 
to a few of the questions which the author 
received on his tour, the most interesting 
of which deal with the D’Oliveira affair 
and the creation of revolution in Africa 
by forces operating from outside Africa. 


Of D’Oliveira and similar cases, he says: 
“When it comes to implementing a policy 
of — development some more or 
less fixed administrative procedure is 
necessary . _ Inevitably any policy 
bears unequally, and therefore unjustly, 
on different individuals . . . But what 
would be the alternative? ... In South 
Africa the alternative to separate develop- 
ment would be chaos.” 

On the question of external forces the 
author answers a query as to how South 
Africa could hope to hold out against 
the power of the new African states. He 
says: “There does not exist on the con- 
tinent of Africa, nor has there existed, 
power of the kind needed to bring about 
the changes we have seen since 1960. 
The power which has been at work in 
Africa has always come fram _ outside 
Africa.” 

All in all, good reading, not only on 
the African question, but on world politics 
generally. An excellent birthday present 
for a friend. A Message from Southern 
Africa is obtainable at 50 cents (S.A.) 
from: Dolphin Press (Pty) Ltd., P.O. Box 
3145, Durban, South Africa. 


RACE AND THE BIBLE 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY (H. B. Isherwood) 


This year’s disclosure that the World 
Council of Churches has agreed to give 
financial support to anti-White terrorist 
forces in Africa came as no surprise to 
those of us who have watched the steady 
penetration of Communists into the estab- 
lished Church during the past decade. 
Communist leadership itself has acknow- 
ledged this big change from the earlier 
days of revolution, when the Church was 
regarded, in Lenin’s words, as -“‘the opiate 
of the people”. In the New Programme of 
the United States Communist Party pub- 
lished in 1970 it was said:— 

‘A development of vast importance is the 
rise of new, liberalising currents in the 
Reacting to the new 


imperative of world peace and the achieve- 
ment of political independence and nation- 
hood by scores of former colonial countries, 
substantial groups within religious bodies 
have become increasingly involved in the 
struggle for peace and freedom, for civil 
rights and civil liberties, and for economic 
welfare. 

“We are guided by these principles (1) 
We oppose all attempts to create division 
and antagonism among the people along 
religious lines. Accordingly our party is 
made up of believers and non-believers. 
What unites its ranks is a common socio- 
political outlook.” 

This rapprochment between Communism 


and the Church represents a change, not in 
the heart of Communism, but entirely in 
the heart of the Church, and the latter’s 
increasing orientation towards Marxist 
values is shown nowhere more clearly 
than in its current attitude towards racial 
questions. 

H. B. Isherwood, one of the world’s 
foremost authorities on racial matters, 
deals in the booklet named above with 
this important topic, and what he has 
written represents a valuable contribution to 
the debate that should be read carefully by 
every professing Christian. ' 

Religion and the Racial Controversy deals 
principally with the fallacy that it is a 
Christian’s duty to support multi-racialism, 
and supplies admirable evidence from The 
Bible to refute this idea, as well as from 
the statements of the most revered theo- 
logians. An instance is from Deuteronomy 
7:3, under the heading of “Communion 
with the nations forbidden’, where there 
appears the stern injunction against marriages 
between members of different races: 
“Neither shalt thou make marriages with 
them; thy daughter shalt thou not give 
unto his son, nor his daughter shalt thou 
take unto thy son.” 

The writer also makes the point that the 
Jews, who are so often to be found among 
the ranks of those who attack White 
‘Racialism’, condone their own form of 
Apartheid in their religious teachings. 


page thirteen 


JOHN TYNDALL 


ULSTER: WHAT A 


‘POLITICAL SOLUTION’ 


NORTHERN IRELAND: military or 
political solution? One would think from 
all that has been said recently that this 
was the great debate! Of course, it is 
no debate at all, despite the posture of 
those who have shouted the loudest for 
the latter. Everyone knows that a political 
solution is the only thing that will per- 
manently work. No special wisdom is to 
be attributed to those who are always 
saying so. What is the issue is simply 
this: what do we mean when we talk 
of a political solution? It is many things 
to many people. Those who clamour 
for it have got to define their terms. 

When terms start to be defined the 
point comes where so many people claiming 
to represent ‘moderate’ opinion reveal the 
fatuity of their thinking, for the ‘moderate’ 
— as the expression is usually understood 
today: liberal, rationalistic and non-partisan 
— has the habit of approaching every great 
conflict as if it is something that can 
be smoothed out around a table given the 
patience and reasonableness of all parties. 
This view always presupposes something 
which very rarely exists: that each party 
wants the same thing in the end. Certainly, 
when this is the case the round table 
approach is the thing to be secommended. 
But when the conflicting parties quite clearly 
want different things in the end — when 
they stand for objectives that represent 
obviously polar opposites, round table dis- 
cussion is simply an exercise in futility. 
Therefore ‘political solution’, if it is to 
be applied, will be meaningless except as 
the expression of the will of the victor 
in the conflict. 

Applying this principle to Northern 
Ireland, so long as the conflict involves 
no more than a just distribution of political 
rights between all sections of a community 
of the United Kingdom, then it is possible 
to talk of settlement by negotiation without 
bringing in the sanction of force. It is 
possible, in other words, to talk about a 
‘political solution’ in the full sense in which 
the term is invariably used. It is possible 
because both sides want the same thing 
in the end. 


REAL SITUATION 


This, however, is not the real situation 
in Northern Ireland. More power for the 
Catholic community is not being sought 
in the service just of ‘equal rights’, ‘justice’, 
‘democracy’ or any other such concept, 
it is being sought as a means of weakening 
the whole foundation of Unionism, which 
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is the British status of Northern Ireland. 
Those who resist these demands do so 
for one paramount reason: they want 
Northern Ireland to remain a part of the 
United Kingdom. Those who make the 
demands do so equally for one paramount 
reason: they want Northern Ireland to 
leave the United Kingdom and join the 
Irish Republic. 

So long as Unionism retains the vital 
reigns of power, the British status of 
Northern Ireland is not threatened; im- 
mediately Unionism starts to relinquish some 
of its power the road to Republicanism is 
open. 

Typically, our mass media have sought 
to confuse the issue by depicting it as 
a conflict between Protestants and Catholics, 
and postulating the (on the face of it) 
not unreasonable demand that political rights 
should not be given discriminately on a 
basis of religion. This has suited Republican 
agitators down to the ground. As people 
working for the detachment of Northern 
Ireland from Britain and its incorporation 
in a foreign state, they can be seen for 
what they are: criminal subversives with 
whom there can be no bargaining what- 
soever, servants of treason in no different 
way to the Quislings of the last war. 
But as people simply campaigning for justice 
on the part of a religious group they 
can adopt a posture surrounded with the 
utmost respectability and invite sympathy 


from millions of woolly people all over 


the British Isles! 

The policy of the British Government 
so far seems to have assumed the latter 
and treated with the so-called ‘Catholic’ 
side on that basis. But in fact it is the 
former that is much closer to the truth. 


SIMPLE QUESTION 


If this is recognised, then a very simple 
question arises which we must all answer: 
how can the Government in Stormont be 
expected to give more power to the 
‘Catholic’ community in Northern Ireland 
if it is quite clear that that power is 
going to be used to weaken the foundations 
of Northern Ireland’s membership of the 
United Kingdom? Does any state, while 
sanity rules in its councils, give power to. 
those who seek to destroy it? 

This question is the one that we must 
consider first of all the moment that we 
start talking about a ‘political solution’. 
What political solution? A political solution 
that compromises the unity of Great Britain? 
A country that agrees to such a solution 
can only be described as a country 
dominated by the death-wish. Yet almost 
every prescription that has been offered 
so far visualises nothing other than this. 

What then is the right political solution? 

The right political solution can only 


be one that reconciles the ‘Catholic’ com- 
munity in Northern Ireland within the 
unbroken framework of the United King- 
dom. This means that if that community 
is to be given power in the province pro- 
portionate to its numbers it must be en- 
sured that that power will not be used 
to compromise Northern Ireland’s position 
as a part of Great Britain. 

This is a long term and not a short 
term task. 

We on this journal, and as supporters 
of the National Front, being ourselves power- 
fully influenced by the force of nationalism, 
would be wrong to condemn nationalism 
when it provides the motive spirit for 
the actions of others. Irishmen who fight 
the status-quo in Ulster are acting rightly 
according to their own conscience so long 
as their loyaity is to Irish nationalism. 

And if, after centuries of British in- 
volvement in Ireland — and indeed Irish 
involvement in Britain! — a substantial 
number of Irishmen and women are moved 
by a nationalism that excludes, and is 
antagonistic to, Britain, we have primarily 
our own selves to blame. 

I was struck by this feeling particularly 
when some little time ago I read the report 
of a speech by Terence O’Neill, the then 
Prime Minister of Northern Ireland, given 
over television to the people of the province. 
O’Neill made a pitiful attempt to appeal 
to the Republican element among the popu- 
lation by talking of the better standard 
of living Irish people enjoyed as members 
of the United Kingdom. I thought at 
the time what a feeble understanding this 
showed of the real motives that inspire 
men to action and sacrifice. Dear Mr. 
O’Neill, in the manner typical of the modern 
breed of British politician, could not see 
why the flames of national feeling should 
prove a more potent shaper of people’s 
loyalties than the promptings of the gut! 
Was his call not faintly symbolic of the 
mentality that has governed our policy 
in Ireland. We have tried to fight the 
forces of the spirit without in the slightest 
way summoning any counter-spirit. We 
should know from history in general, and 
Irish history in particular, that this is never 
the way to win. 

If we are to ultimately win the battle 
in Northern Ireland we must offer to the 
Catholic community a counter-spirit more 
powerful in its appeal than Irish nationalism. 
This will not be done by the offer of 
greater material benefit or by unctious 
appeals on behalf of law, order and peace; 
it can only be done through the force 
of British nationalism. 

And this must start in the schools. 

No-one should be surprised at the state 
of affairs in Northern Ireland today who 
has troubled to find out something of 
the atmosphere in which Catholic children 
are taught in the classrooms. The teachers 
are usually priests, and almost from the 
time the young tot first sits at his desk 


they imbue him with a hatred of the 
British flag, the British Crown and British 
history. Britain is depicted as a ‘foreign’ 
country in occupation of Irish soil, and 
every Irish Republican bandit and assassin 
is presented as a folk hero whose example 
all good Catholic children should aspire 
to grow up to follow. And, unbelievably, 
the leadership of Britain is so weak-willed 
that it tolerates this sedition under the 
guise of ‘education’ in schools within the 
United Kingdom without a whimper of 
protest, let alone firm action that would 
put an end to the business. 


BRITISH PATRIOTISM 


There is a very strong case for insisting 
that British patriotism and a proper sense 
of the obligations of British citizenship 
should be a compulsory item on the agenda 
of all educational establishments anywhere 
in the United Kingdom; and there is an 
especially strong case for insisting that 
it be such an item in educational estab- 
lishments, of whatever denomination, in 
Northern Ireland. 

If, on the other hand, we continue 
to tolerate the rearing of limitless new 
generations of people in Northern Ireland 
who have learnt from the cradle that the 


Irish Republic is their fatherland and Britain 
a foreign occupying power, we cannot ex- 
pect otherwise but to have trouble on 
our hands there for another hundred, two 
hundred and three hundred years. Nor 
can we blame people in Northern Ireland 
for taking extreme action in the service 
of the ‘nation’ which they have been con- 
ditioned to regard as their own. What 
is wrong is the concept of what this nation 
is, not the action on behalf of it. 

So we come back to the question of 
our political solution. 

The ultimate political solution must 
be to reconcile the whole of the population 
in Northern Ireland to membership of 
Britain. Until that is done we cannot 
talk about a ‘fairer franchise’, ‘equal civil 
rights’, or any other of the familiar cliches 
of the moment. 

And we will not reconcile the whole 
of the population to membership of Britain 
until we tackle the antagonism towards 
Britain at its source, which is the anti- 
British indoctrination of the very young, 
and until we offer the young a national 
idea with the force to overcome the appeal 
of Irish Republicanism. 

Until this task is undertaken, all talk 
about a ‘political solution’ to the Ulster 
troubles is nothing more than mere rhetoric. 
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SIR: Bearing in mind the cooperation given 
by the Port of London Authority to Sikhs 
wishing to cast the ashes of their loved ones 
on the Thames, I wonder if I, an English- 
man, may be favoured in similar fasion. 

Being of Norman/Danish descent, I can 
of course claim a large percentage of Viking 
blood. 

Would the PLA therefore give my family, 
on my departure from this life, permission 
to dispose of my body in the true Viking 
manner, by depositing it on board a long- 
ship, setting fire to the ship and then casting 
the whole flaming lot in mid-Thames? 

If they did not comply with this request 
I fear that my soul would be doomed to 
wander the Earth forever, instead of finding 
eternal rest in Valhalla. 

ALAN MARNEY 
Tunbridge Wells, Kent 


SIR: Your article in September’s Spearhead 
regarding the telephone conversation about 
the immigrants reminds me of a telephone 
conversation I had earlier this year with a 
representative of the Birmingham Mail on 
the matter of an article on violent crime 
in America written by their columnist Dennis 
Priestley, who made a comparison between 
Birmingham and America with particular 
reference to the coloured community. 

The article contained all the usual en- 
vironmentalist claptrap, and I phoned the 
newspaper office to talk to Mr. Priestley 
about’ the matter. However, I could get 
no further than a member of the office 
staff, who in the course of a lengthy 
conversation let it slip that the Mail had 
received: over 200 letters complaining about 
coloured crime in Birmingham. None of 
these letters was published. 

However, Priestley’s article indicated, 
somewhat vaguely, that in Birmingham the 
coloured community, while representing 
about 8 per-cent of the population, commits 
at least a quarter of the violent crime. 

D. E. SACKSEN 
Moseley, Birmingham 
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SIR: I read the letter of A. P. Coniam in 
the September Spearhead with great interest. 
Yes, why did Wilson turn against the 
Common Market? Here are two reasons: 

(a) Because the Conservatives are for 

it. 

(b) Because the British public is mostly 

against it. By Labour coming out 
against it in a general election, they’d be 
voted into power. 

Naturally, once in power they’d attempt 
to enter the Market again — no doubt 
screaming “Yes! The conditions are now 
right for entry!” We must never forget 
that both parties are the puppets of the 
Money Power, whose aims are purely inter- 
national. 

A third reason for Labour’s switch could 
well be that if they and the Tories were 
completely for the Market this would leave 
room for a third party which was against 
the Market to take over the leadership of 
the British people. 

B. T. LEWIS 
Penarth, Glam. 


SIR: In July you printed a splendid article, 
‘“Permissiveness and Revolution”, by the 
former Rhodesian Government officer, Ivor 
Benson. It quoted a brilliant analysis from 
one of the most important books written in 
this century, Jmperium, by the gifted 
American writer, Francis Parker Yockey. 
Perhaps this is an opportunity to 


‘recommend study of this remarkable neo- 


Spenglerian analysis to English-speaking 
patriots who read NF literature. It provides 
ideological ammunition to supplement the 
epochal works of the German historian, 
Oswald Spengler, Decline of the West and 
The Hour of Decision. 

Yockey presents a masterly case for the 
unity of all peoples who inherit the Christo- 
Hellenic culture of the West to defend 
their life and destiny against the “gathering 
outer forces” — Russia, China, India, Islam, 
Africa and the internal “culture distorters”’. 
As Candour said many years ago, the cardinal 
need today is for the Western races to come 
together to defend their civilisation, and 
Yockey demonstrates how our own Anglo- 
Saxon and Celtic peoples can play a leading 
part in such development. 

It is true that some may be surprised 
when Yockey calls for a “new state form” 
corresponding to the emergent “European 
race” and “European nation”, beyond the 
“petty nationalism” of the past. But when 
the NF says “No to Europe” it must surely 
mean primarily opposition to the banker- 
bureaucrat creature, the Common Market, 
rather than hostility towards the valuable 
heritage which Britain and the White 
Commonwealth share with our neighbours 
in the great homeland of the White Man. 

In these challenging times, the British 
peoples everywhere can learn much from 
Yockey — and his mentors, Spengler and 
Nietzsche. Spengler expected the ideological 


initiative, especially in economics and 
politics, to come from England, when op- 
position mounted against the money men 
behind cultural degeneracy and international 
bolshevism. “This destiny does not tire, 
nor can it be broken,” wrote Yockey 
some years before his mysterious death, 
“and its mantle of strength descends upon 
those in its service.” 
HENRY BRAND 
London, N.W.1 


Editor’s Note: We can certainly confirm 
the very high relevance of Yockey’s writings 
to the century in which we live and indeed 
to history as a whole. Imperium, which 
is obtainable through Nationalist Books, at 
408 Seven Sisters Road, London, N.4., 
should be read by all who wish to obtain 
a really deep intellectual grasp of the world- 
wide ideological and power struggle. 

The one great weakness of Yockey’s 
reasoning was that he, as an American, 
had insufficient insight into the great 
national traditions and feelings of the peoples 
of Europe and therefore saw them playing 
their role in the future as one single political 
entity. His derogatory use of the term 
“petty statism’ can indeed by understood 
in the context of minute European states 
causing havoc in the pursuit of jealous 
national vendettas against each other, and 
indeed of European states generally spilling 
the blood of millions of the flower of their 
youth in disputes over just a few hundred 
square miles of territory while in the mean- 
time the culture barbarians without and 
within take triumphant advantage of the 
consequent exhaustion. This, however, is 
no argument for the truly great European 
national powers, such as Germany, France 
and the British Commonwealth, attempting 
to merge themselves into one single state 
— as Yockey implied. 

The separate and sovereign existence 
of these powers, however, in no way in- 
validates the principle that they should 
recognise the common culture and civilis- 
ation that they share and resolve to fight 
shoulder to shoulder in defence of it against 
those who would destroy it — in direct 
contrast to the policy pursued in both the 
World Wars of this century. 

Our August issue, while condemning 
the Common Market, made this clear. Our 
difference of opinion with some is that 
true spiritual and cultural unity among 
Europeans is defeated rather than enhanced 
by the policy of attempted political and 
economic integration. 


No “Letter of the Month” teature 
is published on this page, as is usually 


our custom, since for this month no 
suitable letter for this purpose has 
been received. 


- 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Whites (Chinese, Indians, Mexicans, Philip- 
pinos and West Indian, and only 27,881 
Europeans (British ,French ,German.) 


Behind the Hill 


Readers may be interested to know 
a little more about the Mr. John Hill 
who sent out to a large number of National 
Front members a malicious and trouble- 
making circular letter just before the NF 
Annual General Meeting. (See September 
Spearhead: ‘““Humane Repatriation the Only 
Way”.) 

Almost none of the persons who re- 
ceived the circular have ever been in contact 
with Mr. Hill, and a number of them 
have suggested that the extent of his mailing 
operation may perhaps have had some- 
thing to do with the raid on the NF National 
H.Q. last year during which a number 
of files were stolen. I am able to report 
that the Police are investigating this pos- 
sibility. 

Latest information indicates that im- 
mediately on completion of his circular- 
isation Mr. Hill quit his accommodation 
without leaving a forwarding address. Prior 
to his disappearance Mr. Hill sent personal 
letters to a National Front official in which 
he stated that his sympathies lay with 
the now defunct National Socialist Move- 
ment of Mr. Colin Jordan and that he 
bears a grudge for Mr. John O’Brien and 
myself for removing from the NF member- 
ship four members of the Manchester Branch 
who were known to be members of Mr. 
Jordan’s latest organisation, British Move- 
ment. 

At the same time as Mr. Hill was 
working to disrupt the leadership of the 
National Front, a rump organisation was 
formed in the North of England purporting 
to be an “all party” group devoted to 
securing “Right-Wing unity”. Mr. John 
O’Brien was invited to attend this meeting, 
but he refused — believing the “unity” 
the organisers had in mind was the ab- 
sorbtion by the NF of Mr. Jordan and 
his tiny band of supporters. Mr. O’Brien’s 
judgement proved to be correct, for in 
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the event the Buxton conference was at- 
tended mainly by British Movement mem- 
bers and ended up by being presided over 
by Mr. Jordan himself. 


It Was Planned That Way 


Ten and more years ago to have sug- 
gested that the massive influx of non- 
European Immigrants into nations which 
traditionally have a largely or wholly Euro- 
pean population was a _ phenomenon 
deliberately contrived by the agents of 
International Finance as a means to dis- 


integrate those nations and further the 


cause of a World Government would have 
had the effect of laying oneself open to 
counter suggestions that one suffered from 
some kind of persecution mania. 

But with ten more years of multi- 
racial chaos in Britain to reflect upon, 
and with politicians of all the leading 
parties openly genuflecting before the twin 
altars of race-mixing and internationalism, 
the conspiracy aspect of Coloured Immig- 
ration can be proclaimed as an absolute 
fact. 

Britain is not, of course, by any means 
the only country which is faced with con- 
quest by Coloured Immigration. As a 
result of our Government’s treasonable 
Common Market policies, race mixers in 
New Zealand have been given a great boost. 
Mr. Kirk, the Leader of the Opposition 
in that country, has announced recently 
a Three Point Plan policy between New 
Zealand, Asia and the South Pacific. 

In addition to advocating a Common 
Market-like economic and political inte- 
gration , the plan proposes first and foremost 
to institute the development of “a two- 
way immigration policy based on equality 
and ignoring questions of race, colour and 
and religion.” 

If Mr. Kirk has his way, New Zealand 
will be a Japanese colony, populated largely 
by Japanese and other Asians within three 
generations. British civilisation will have 
been exterminated. 

America is already suffering from the 
effects of a similar plan — President 
Kennedy’s “reform bill” of 1965. The 
stated purpose of this measure was to 
reverse the traditional immigration policy 
of America through which the majority 
of immigrants were drawn from European 
countries, and to introduce ever greater 
numbers of non-Whites. 

Under this insane programme, and 
against the background of ever increasing 
racial disorders, the American Government 
during 1970 granted entry to 165,145 non- 


Conquest through Immigration 


At the present time U.S. Senator Clifford 
P. Case is preparing to present a bill which 
would allow 100,000 Russian Jews to 
emigrate to America. (This bill is of 
course heartily supported by all those 
American Jewish politicians who oppose 
America’s war against Communism in Viet- 
nam, but advocate American involvement 
in Israel’s Middle-East war.) The bill does 
not provide for the admission of any Soviet 
citizens who wish to flee Communist rule, 
but only and specifically Jews. 

Presuming that the Bill is carried and 
the Soviet Government agrees to the plan, 
it would not mean that all of the 100,000 
Jewish Immigrants would stay in America. 
America would simply be used as a staging 
house for immigration to Israel. 

The reason why Russia cannot permit 
her Zionist Jewish population to go to 
Israel direct is because she is pledged to 
support the Arabs against Israeli expan- 
sionism. A hundred thousand extra Jews 
injected into Israel would enable the Israeli 
Government to effectively settle the dis- 
puted empty territory conquered during 
the Six Day War, and the Arabs would 
never get their lost territory back. 

But if the Zionist Jews in Russia (and 
by no means all Jews in Russia are Zionists) 
became enough of a nuisance as a result 
of the propagandizing of the World Zionist 
movement, then the Soviet Government 
might be happy to allow them to go to 
America. If, once they arrived in America, 
they re-emigrated to Israel, then Russia 
would not mind a bit. It would not 
be her responsibility. America would be 
made to be responsible for the vast increase 
in Israel’s population, and Russia would 
be able to feed even more heavily on 
Arab resentment for the West. 

It is a scandal that American political 
leaders, Jew and Gentile, who should be 
working for the best interests of the 
American people and nation as a whole, 
are in fact quite prepared to do down 
their own country, make special deals with 
the Soviets and inflame the Middle East 
situation, simply in order to placate the 
shrill moneyed Zionist minority. 

One can only conclude that the mass 
of American people are as brainwashed 
as the mass of British people, if they put 
up with that sort of treason without 
effective protest. 
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NE ANNUAL 
CONFERENCE 


1971 


National Front organisers expressed both 
surprise and delight at the large number of 
members who made the effort to attend 
the movement’s Annual General Meeting, 
which was held in the sumptious large 
hall of the Abercorn Rooms, Bishopsgate , 
London, on Saturday September 11th. 
Although the A.G.M. is not the most ex- 
citing event in the diaries of many members, 
mearly 200 people from NF Branches all 
over the country assembled to take part 
in the management of their organisation. 

An especially welcome token of the 
high morale of the membership was the 
large collection taken at the end of the day 
following an appeal by John Tyndall. Des- 
pite the fact that many of those present 
had to meet heavy travel and accom- 
modation expenses in order to be able 
to attend the meeting, more than £300 
was collected. This sum is the largest 
amount ever collected at an NF A.GM. 

The first elections for places on the 
governing body of the movement under 
the terms of the constitutional amend- 
ment agreed to at the Extra-ordinary 
General Meeting took place smoothly and 
resulted in no major upsets. Results, in 
order of votes cast for each candidate, 
were as follows:— 


ELECTED 


(N.B. Names grouped in brackets indicate 
equal votes) 

Mr. John O’Brien, Chairman of Direc- 
torate; Mr. John Tyndall, Central Adminis- 
tration; Miss Clare Macdonald, Central 
Administration; (Mr. Joe Hyde, Wolver- 
hampton Branch, Mr. Ken Taylor, Hitchin 
Branch); Mr. Peter Applin, South Herts 
Branch; Mr. Martin Webster, Central Ad- 
ministration; Mr. Martin Vaux, Guildford 
Branch; Mr. Terry Savage, Islington Branch; 
Mr. Peter McMenemie, Central Adminis- 
tration; (Mr. Peter Williams, Peckham 
Branch, Mr. Gordon Brown, Central Ad- 
ministration, Mr. Tom Lamb, Wandsworth 
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Branch); Mr. Alex Marshall, Central Ad- 
ministration; (Mr. Graham Manning, Bristol 
Branch, Mr. Ted Arthurton, Peckham 
Branch, Mr. Walter Barton, Manchester 
Branch); Mr. Colin Cody, Peckham Branch; 
Mr. Frank Stockham, Bristol Branch; Mr. 
Frank Clifford, Brighton Branch: 


. ov B 

NF CHAIRMAN SPEAKS 
John O’Brien (right) makes his final address 
to the Conference. John Tyndall is on left. 


Unsuccessful candidates were Mr. Eric 
Russell, Kingston Branch; Mr. Don Williams, 
West London Branch; Mr. Joe Jones, 
Ilford Branch; Mr. Keith Stevens, Bexley 
Branch; and Mr. Bill Palmer, Tunbridge 
Wells Branch. Rev. Brian Green’s nomination 
was withdrawn, much to the disappointment 
of many members, but who look forward 
to seeing his name on the ballot papers 
next year. 


NO CHANGE IN NAME 


As expected, the motion which caused 
the greatest amount of heat was that which 
proposed that the movement should change 
its name from the National Front to the 
National Party. Before the debate on 
the motion was able to begin, a flurry 
of points of order from the floor estab- 
lished that the motion was in contravention 
of standing orders in that, as a proposed 
amendment to the Constitution, it had 
not been put on the order paper as being 


FRANK STOCKHAM 
Bristol Branch Organiser and Chairman 
for the day calls a speaker to order. 


proposed by the Directorate as required 
by the Constitution. 

It was explained that the Directorate 
was not of a single mind on the issue, 
and so the Directorate felt that it was 
a matter for the membership as a whole 
to decide upon without special Directorate 
influence, and as a result the Directorate 
had permitted the motion to be put as 
an ordinary member’s motion. 

Objections to the proceedure adopted 
were sustained by the Chairman, Mr. Frank 
Stockham, as they were technically correct, 
but in order,to comply with the will of 
the majority of members at the meeting 
who clearly wished to debate the issue, 
a motion was put to the meeting and 
carried that standing orders be suspended 
for the period of time necessary to debate 
the motion. 

Those in favour of the change felt that 
the word “Front” had an aura of “ex- 
tremism”, and, unlike the word “Party” 
was not understood by ordinary electors. 
Furthermore, it was said that there were 
a number of disreputable foreign move- 
ments which used the word “Front’’.. These 
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CLARE MACDONALD 
NF Treasurer makes her report 
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Lively Debates Mark the 
End of Sth Year 


factors, they claimed, contributed to the 
movement not achieving the optimum rate 
of progress that was necessary. 

Opponents to the motion felt that to 
change the name of the organisation now 
would result in it having to begin all over 
again in terms of becoming well-known. 
Furthermore, they said that there were 
plenty of disreputable organisations which 


Above: Joe Hyde, W. Midlands Regional 
Organiser reports on progress from his part 
of the country. Below: Terry Savage (right) 
North London Organiser ,and Gordon Brown 
(left) Director of Administration , wait their 
turn to speak. 


The movement 


used the word “Party”. 
had the right policies, and if progress was 
not as fast as all would wish, then this 
was due to a hostile press and the need 
for all members to work harder, not to the 
use of the word “Front”. 

The motion which was proposed by 


TOM LAMB 
Organiser of Wandsworth Branch , and mem- 
ber of E.T.U., makes a passionate point in 
0}opposition to Industrial Relations Act. ill. 


Miss B. Manning and Miss Clare Macdonald 
of Ilford Branch, was lost on a show of 
hands. 


“TOO LEFT WING” 


Perhaps the greatest surprise of the 
day was the easy passing of the motion 
proposed by Mr. Frank Clifford of Brighton 
Branch that the Constitutional amendments 
passed at the previous E.G.M. in respect 
of elections to the Directorate were “un- 
satisfactory” in that they were “more Left 
Wing than anything operated by the Con- 
servative, Labour and Liberal parties” and 
that the new Directorate must consider 
the matter carefully prior to presenting 
the next. A.G.M. with proposals for a re- 
vised electoral system. 


OTHER MOTIONS CARRIED 


A declaration of intent that should 
Britain be dragged into the Common Mar- 
ket against the wish of the British people, 
a National Front Government would annul 
Britain’s commitment to the Treaty of 
Rome. (Proposed by Mr. Frank Clifford, 
Seconded by Mr. John O’Brien.) 

A resolve that the movement will or- 
ganise a campaign to pursuade the Port 
of London Authority to reverse its decision 
to allow Asian Immigrants to use the River 
Thames as a burial ground. (Proposed 
by Mr. Martin Vaux, Seconded by Mr. 
Peter Applin.) 

A re-affirmation of the movement’s in- 
tention to.halt and reverse the present 


trend whereby the countryside of Britain 
is being converted into a concrete jungle. 
eh 2 by Mr. Peter Williams, Seconded 
by Mrs. Helena Bennett, Peckham Branch.) 

An expression of sympathy for the 
victims of I.R.A. gunmen and a demand 
for the re-establishment of the Northern 
Ireland ‘B Special’ Police Force. (Proposed 
by Mr. Malcolm Skeggs, Seconded by Mr. 
Peter Christian, Greenwich Branch.) 

A resolve that the National Front engage 
the Race Relations Board in public con- 
frontations so that the sinister powers and 
Police-State methods of the Race industry 
can be exposed to the public at large. 
(Proposed by Mr. Martin Webster, Seconded 
by Mr. John O’Brien.) 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 
National Activities Organiser makes his report 
on NF activities over the year 


After the meeting the members retired 
to a City tavern which had been booked 
exclusively for the NF as the venue for 
what turned out to be a highly successful 
social evening. 


DENIS PIRIE 
Former member of the Directorate and now 
student at Sussex University 
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NF Man Beats 
Liberal in Poll 


Mr. John | 
Kynaston, a 
leading mem- 
ber of Leicester 
Branch NF, 
easily beat the 
Liberal Party 
candidate into 
third place in a 
by-election for 
St. Margaret’s 
Ward of Leices- 
ter City Coun- 
cil which took 
place on Sep- 


tember 23rd. 

He won 212 

votes, the JOHN KYNASTON 
Liberals win- 212 votes 

ning only 


179. This was a particularly commendable 
achievement as Mr. Kynaston was con- 
tending in a six-cornered fight which overall 
attracted a low poll. 

The pro-Immigration parties — Con- 
servative, Labour, Liberal and Communist 
— unitedly expressed ‘“‘shock” and “horror” 
when Mr. Kynaston’s result was declared. 
It is reported that the Communist can- 
didate, who came bottom of the poll with 
47 votes, had to be led away suffering 
from an emotional disturbance. 
hysterical was the Labour Party Secretary 
who declared: “The disgusting thing about 
this election was that the National Front 
candidate received more votes than the 
Liberal.” The Tory Agent confirmed that 
he too was “disgusted” by the result. 

Mr. Ron Silverwood, NF Agent, said: 
“This result should make it clear to all 
anti-Immigration patriots in Leicester that 
the NF is the party for them to unite 
behind. The comments about us by the 
Tories and Socialists illustrate the fear which 
the NF inspires in the decadent Estab- 
lishment. The only disgusting thing about 
this election is that some people are still 
taken in by Labour-Tory lies. We intend 
to fight this and other wards in the next 
elections and draw even further ahead of 
the Liberals. 


Sunday, November 14th 


Equally~ 


COMING EVENTS 


Spearhead will henceforth inform readers 
of all important forthcoming National Front 
activities. 

The importance of activities advertised 
will be indicated by plus signs, as follows:— 
+ = local branch must support; ++ = local 
area must support; +++ local region must 
support; ++++ major national activity — 
all members and supporters everywhere must 
support. 


Sunday , October 24th ,1.45 p.m. ++++ 
Massed multi-organisation anti-Common 
Market march. NF group will assemble 
outside Odeon Cinema, Corner of Edgware 
Road, London (by Marble Arch Under- 
ground). Make and bring own banners/ 
placards. March leaves Speaker’s Corner 
2,00 p.m. Arrives Trafalgar Square for rally 
at 3.00 p.m.. 


Tuesday , October 26th ,8.00 p.m. +++ 
Public meeting against Common Market 
held by NF on Mr. Heath’s doorstep — 
Crayford Town Hall, Crayford High Street, 
Crayford, Kent. 25 minutes from Charing 
Cross or London Bridge (Southern Region). 


Monday , November Ist , 7.30 p.m. ++ 

NF public meeting. The Plough Hotel, 
Ilford Lane, Ilford, Essex. John O’Brien 
will speak on behalf of NF on_ theme: 
“Government by the People — Fact or 
Fiction?” Guest speaker will be George 
Knupffer, the distinguished White Russian 
author and publicist, who will talk about 
International Finance. 


Sunday , November 14th ,2.30 p.m. ++++ 

Annual NF march to Cenotaph as advertised 
at bottom of page. This is one of the most 
important activities of the year, and all 
members and supporters from all over the 
country are asked to make the very maximum 
effort to attend. After the wreath-laying 
ceremony the NF will march off, and may 
end with a mass meeting — depending on 
availability of premises now being negotiated. 


Remembrance Day 


N.F. MARCH TO CENOTAPH 


As is now a yearly custom, the National Front will march through 


London to the Cenotaph to lay a wreath in memory of the men of 
Rhodesia who died for the British Commonwealth in both World wars. 


Meet:- 


Corner of Victoria Street & Vauxhall Bridge Road, S.W.1. 
2.30 p.m. 
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ped Vational Front 


PUTS BRITAIN FIRST 


Find out more about Britain's new party. 
Comolete this coupon and send to: 

The Secretary, National Front, 408 Seven 
Sisters Road, London, N.4. 


Name_ 
Address 


read... 
_SIX 
principles 


BRITISH 
NATIONALISM 


by JOHN TYNDALL 
15p (plus 3p postage) 
from:— 10 Birkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
edited by 


A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
5 Elmhurst Court, St. Peters Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 
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“The New Unhappy Lords” 


An exposure of power politics 
By A. K, CHESTERTON 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all com- 
mentaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 
European Civilisation. 


Cloth-Bound Edition £1.40p (28s.) 
Paper-back ‘Edition 60p (12s.) 


(obtainable from Nationalist Books) 


$$$ 
NATIONALIST 
BOOK CENTRE 


10 Birkbeck Hill London SE21 
Send for our free catalogue now 


ee 


Printed and published by Albion Press, London S.E.21.° 


